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VOLUME XXXV. 


A A. Birmingham, petition from its in- 

DAM, Mr. moves for the habitants, 359 
infertion of a claufe in .the Browne, Mr. prefents a petition 
Traitorous Corrclpondcnce bill, from the inhabitants of Poole, 

1 78 — intimates his defire to in- 372 

trod ucc a bill for the improve- Budget, Mr. Chancellor Pitt opens 
ment of the fyftcm of criminal his, 47 
law in Scotland, 618 Bunbury, Sir Charles, fpeaks, 

Aldgate, its inhabitants prefent a and moves feveral refolutions 
petition, 372 concerning the regulation and 

Alnwick, its inhabitants prefent a management of felons, 607, 
petition, 368 61 1 

Anltruthcr, its inhabitants prefent Burch, Mr. moves for a lift of 

a petition, 375 the neceflary arms in the Tower, 

Appendix, 692 — 701 634 

Attorney General fpeaks on the Burke, Mr. apologifes for his ab- 

fubjedt of traitorous corrcfpoii- fence, 43 moved againft by 

deuce, and moves for leave to Mr. Pitt, that he might be ta- 
bring in a bill to prevent It, ken into cuftody as a defaulter, 

71, 74 — moves for its commit- 44-— is excufed, ibid. moves 

ment, 109 that a Committee be appointed- 

B. ^ to coniider the ftate of the irn- 

Bakcr, Mr. alludes to a libellous pcachment againft Warren Haf- 
paragraphinanewfpapcrcallcd tings, Efq. 589— -and that the 
“The World,” upon the Ma- Managers do prepare a fate- 
nagers of the impeachment ment of the proceedings on tht 
againft Mr. Haftings, 390 trial, 601 

Baftard, Mr. makes his report 
concerning Mr. Petrie and his C. 

arreft, 71, 95 . • Campfie, its inhabitants prefent 

Berkeley, Captain, difeharged, on a petition, 368 
paying his fees, as a defaulter, Cavendiili, Lord George Henry, 
45 a a 
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G rffents a petition from the in* 
bitants of Derby, 372 
Commercial credit, Report con- 
cerning it, 692 

Commiiliondrs, names of thofe ap- 
pointed to manage the five 
millions in aid of the commer- 
cial credit of the country, 369 
Committee of Supply, 47, 8 q — 
of Ways and Means, 1 56 — • 
names of gentlemen compcifing 
that appointed to confider the 
flateof the impeachment agaiuft 
Mr. Haftings, 589 
Couverfations refpc< 5 ting a motion 
of adjournment on account of 
thcidclayed appearance of Mr. 
Sheridan, i — concerning Stu- 
art’s Divorce bili, 69 on the 

point of receiving petitions, 
372, 373 — on the Hurlingtoii 
Hundred bill, 535 — relative to 
irregularities committed under 
pretence of fearching for fca- 

mcii, 523 on the Eail-India 

Annuity bill, 547— on the re- 
port of the Committee for em- 
powering the King to prohibit 
the exportation of corn, 647 
i— on the motion of Mr. Saluf- 


l>ury for leave to bring in a bill 
for the better preventing of 
bribery and corruption at the 
election of Members to ferve 


in Parliament, 548 — on the re- 
folution moved by Mr. Pitt, 
that iUc fum of 675,000!. be 
xaifed by a lottery, 549 — rela- 
tive to the circumtlanceof pofl- 
pouing buiinefs of magnitude 
and public importance, 586 

Cricklade clcdlion, report in con- 
fequence of an inveiligation of 
its merits, 71 

Curtis, Mr., Alderman, moves for 
referring to a Committee the 
petition of the City of London 
refpeding a duty upon coals, 

Curwen, Mr. prefents a petition 
from the inhabitants of Moii- 


trofe, 374 


D. 

Debates -on the motion from 

Mr. Sheridan for an addrefs to 
the King for the ftatc oi com- 
munications received concern- 
ing feditious prafticc, 2, 35— 
on the report of the Committee 
on the affairs oi’ India, 40— 
rcfpeifting the abience of Mem- 
bers, and the infliction of pe- 
nalties upon them as defaul- 
ters, 42 — on the petition of the 
City of London »*cfpQi’‘ting the 
duty on coals, 67— on the bill 
to prevent traitorous conefpon- 
dence, 71 — in a Committee of 
Supply, 85— rcfpcdling the li- 
mitation, regulation, and ap- 
plication of the produce of tolls 
in bills for making and main- 
taining navigable taneli. 97— 
concc'-ning the flavc trade, 98 
~on the fecond reading of the 
traitorous correiponJeiicc bill, 
99, 1 1 9, 151 — in tl»c Commit- 
tee of Ways and Meanr, 156 — 
on the traitorous corrclpon- 
dcnccbill, 165, 168, 175, 176, 
184, 313 — on the bill to pre- 
vent the working of the canalf 
in the time of the corn harveft, 
202— "On the bill to prevent 
bribery uiij corruption in the 
borough of Stockbridge, 205, 
210. 364 — on Vifeount Field- 
ing’s intended propontions re- 
fped'ing the t mploymcnt o ' the 
militia abr .ad, 214 — concern- 
ing the renevvai of the charter 
of the Kaft -India Company, 
226, 361 relpec^ing fne me- 

morial prefenred to the States 
General, 284 — -concerning the 
caufes of thej inbarraflinents of 
commercial credit, 313, 371, 
343 — concerning the petition 
from the inhabitants of Shefd 
field, 345— on the fubje^ of a 
petition prefented by Mr. Grey 
from certain perfons relidcnt in 
and near London, 375— on the 
Motion, from Mr. Whitbread, 
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that a Committee he appointed 
to inquire into certain fads 
which took place at Dover un- 
der the authority of an order 
of Council, 527 — on the Eaft- 
India Government and Trade 
bill, 536 — on the motion, from 
Sir James Sinclair, for the efta- 
bliftiment ol a B )ard of Agri- 
culture, 5^0 — on the bill for 
regulating the government and 
trade of India, J53, 565— on a 
motion, IVom IVir. Wilbcrforcc, 
for the Houfe to refolve itfelf 
into a Committee to confider of 
at motion for preventing the 
fupply of foreign powers with 
flaves, |;6i— -on the motion for 
reading the order of the day 
for receiving the report of the 
Committee for disfranebifing 
certain eledors of the borough 
of Stockbridge, 585 — on a 
mefl'age from the Lords rela- 
tive to proceeding upon the 
trial of Mr. Haflings, 587-— 
on another mclfigc propofed to 
be fent for deferring the trial, 
C92, 600 — on the motion, from 
Mr. Burke, that the Managers 
do prepare a flatcmcnt of their 
proceedings on the trial, 60 r — 
on the motion of Mr., Wharton 
refpecting the exercife of the 
executive authority, 612 — on 
the Farnhani Hop bill, 620, 
632— on the motion of Mr. 
Grey that the proceedings on 
the trial of Mr, Haftings might 
be poftponed until the next 
feffion of Parliament, 621— on 
the motion, from Mr. Burch, 
for a lift of the ncccffary arms 

in the Tower, 634 on the 

motion of Mr. Whitbread that 
a paragraph in a newfpaper 
called “ The World ” contains 
reflections; of a very grofs and 
fcandalous nature, and is a li- 
bel on the Managers appointed 
by the Houfe to condud tht 
impeachment depending againft 


Governor Hkfttngs, 637— on 
the motion, from Mr, Fox. 
for an addrefs to the King to 
pray that, taking certain cir- 
cumftances into confideration, 
he would employ mcafurcs for 
procuring peace on terms con- 
liftent wdth the profefled ob- 
jeds of the war, 664 

Derby, its |inhabitants prefent a 
petition, 372 

Divifions — on the point of cither 
cxculing or punifliing defaul- 
ters, 44— on the commitment 
of the petition from the City 
of London refpeding a .duty 
upon coals, 69 — on a claufe in 
Stuart^s divorce bill, 70 — on a 
motion concerning the* appli- 
cation of tolls in navigable ca- 
nal bills, 97 — on the queftioa 
for going into a Committee on 
the traitorous correfpondence 
bill, 1 19 — on a queftion rela- 
tive to the prelervation or 
omiffion of words in the claufe 
of the t ; alrorous correfpondence 
bill which makes it treafon to 
procure fomc particularly enu- 
merated articles, 156 — on the 
motion of Mr. Pitt for railing 
4,500,000!. by annuities, 163— 
on leaving out certain words in 
a claufe of the traitorous cor- 
ref^wndence bill, 166 — on an 
amendment in another claufe, 
167, 1 71 — on a motion, from 
Mr. Adam, for bringing up a 
claufe in the traitorous corre- 
fpondence bill, 184 — on the 
pairing of this bill, 201— on 
the motion for leave to bring 
in a bill to prevent bribery at 
the future eledion of Members 
to ferve in Parliament for 
Stockbridge, 208 — on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Sheridan refpeding 
the memorial prefented by the 
Britifli and Imperial Minifiers 
to the States General, 313 — 
on a refolujtjon concerning the 
government and trade of India, 
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the point of receiving 
the Sheffield petition, 350, and 
alfo the Birmingham petition, 
360— on the Stockbridge inca- 
pacitating bill, 365 — on a mo- 
tion, from Mr. Stanley, for the 
adjournment of a debate, 413 
—on the (|Uefti(>n for referring 
the petition prefented by Mr. 
Grey from certain perfons rcli- 
dent in and near London, 507 
—on motions, from Mr. VVil- 
berforcc, rcfpectiiig the flavc 
trade, 540, 541 — on a claufc 
to enable the King to appoint 
two additional Commiffionera 
for the management of the af- 
fairs of India, 5(3 1 — on the mo- 
tion, from Mr. Wilbcri'orce, 
for the Houfe to refolve itfelf 
into a Committee to confider of 
a motion for prcrtjiting the 
fupply of foreign powers with 
flaves, 561, 563 — on a claiife 
in the Eult-lndia bill, 56^. q;!, 
583-^jn the nvni-.m tor rc^uling 
the order of th.; day for receiv- 
ing the report of the Commit- 
tee on the bill for dislranclii- 
fing certain elcdors of the bo- 
rough of Stockbridge, 586 — 
on a motion for defer; ing the 
continuance of the trial of Mr. 
Haftings to a future day, 6oo 
—on other fimilar motions, 606 
— on the motion of Mr. Whar- 
ton refperting the excrcil'c of 
the executive authority, 616 — 
on a propolition from Mr. Eft- 
wick to compenfate perfons 
who may fuftain loflcs in con- 
fcqueiice of the flavc bill paf- 
fing into a law, 617 — on the 
motion, from Mr. Grey, that 
the proceedings on the trial of 
Mr. Haftings may be pollpo- 
ned until the next fellion of 
Parliament, 6a8 — on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Dundas for a delay 
in proceeding upon the trial of 
Mr. Haftings, 632 — on the 
motion for a Committee on the 


flave bill, 637— on the inotioni 
in the debate on the conduct of 
the Archbifliop of York, for 
an adjournment, 649—- on the 
motion of Mr. Fox to addrefs 
the King, and pray that, ta- 
king certain circumftances into 
conlideration, he would employ 
mea fares for procuring peace 
on terms contiftent with the 
profeffed objefts of the war, 
687 ^ . 

Dumbarton, petition prefented 
from it, 374 

Duncomb, Mr. prefentsa petition 
from the inhabitants of Shef- 
field, 345 

Dundas, Mr. Sec. moves fcveral 
(puffing) refolutions with re- 
fped to the finances and expen- 
diture of the Eiift-lnJi.i Com- 
pany, 35 — delivers a nv iT ye 
from the King*con 'err!i.;g 
cmploynunr .md p.iv ot iiis 
e I efto ra I t *\ »op s , IhiiL — p f o- 
pofes hk reffdutionsou I 'lClub* 
ject ot the renewal ol' the char- 
ter of tiic li:ift-lndia Company, 
2^3 — fpeaks, ami moves, as a 
refoluiion of the Committee, 
that the (Juries now payable on 
coals,culm,mid cinders, brought 
coaft ways into any port or ports 
of that part of Great Britain 
called Scotland, do ceafc, deter- 
mine, and become no longer 
paid, 543 — moves for a delay 
in proceeding upon the trial of 
Mr, Hafiings, 632— moves, in 
a debate on the conduft of the 
Archbilhop of York, that the 
Houfe do adjourn, 641— 
moves for leave to bring in a 
bill for regulating and ordering 
a militia in Scotland^ 65 1 

Dundee prefents a petition for a 
reform, 45 

Dunlcvcn, its inhabitants prefent 
a petition, 368 

Durham, petition from its ig]ia- 
*bitancs 360 
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Edinburgh^ petition prefcnted 
from it. 374 

Elliot, Mr. brings up and Aates 
the report of the Committee on 
the Stockbridge eledlion, 94— 
moves for a bill to prevent m 
future bribery and corruption 
in the eledlion of Members to 
ferve in Parliament for that 
borough, 94, 96 — moves for 
reading the order of the day 
for receiving the report of the 
Commutee on the bill for dif- 
franchinng certain cleflors of 
Stockbridge, 585 

Erlkine, Mr. prefents a petition 
from the inhabitants of Hud- 
dersfield, 374 

F. 

Farnham hop bill, debate con- 
cerning it, 632 

Fox, Mr. prefents a petition from 
the inhabitants of Weftminftcr, 
praying to be relieved from 
the additional duties on coals, 
40 — moves, in a debate on the 
quefiion that the bill for regu- 
lating the commerce and trade 
of India be read a third time, 
an amendment, propofing that, 
inftead of the words “ one 
thoufand eight hundred and 
eleven,” the words “ fourth 
of March, one thoufand feven 
hundred and ninety-eight ” be 
inferted, being four years, the 
fame period which he (Mr. 
Fox) had fixed upon as necef- 
fary in making an experiment 
under his own bill, 574— -gives 
notice of his determination to 
call the attention of the Houfc 
to the prefent war, and to move 
for an inquiry into the rcafon 
for its continuance on our part, 
after the objet^i for which we 
entered into it was obtained, 
637 — fpcaks and moves for an 
addrefs to the King, praying 
that, taking certain circum- 
(lances into confideration, he 
would employ meafures for 
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procuring peace on terms con- 
iiflent with the profefled obje&i 
of the war, 652, 664 

Francis, Mr. prefents a petittoa 
from the inhabitants of London 
and Wcftminller, 372 

G. 

Gafeoyne, Mr. prefents s^ticlofi 
from the Mayor and Cwpora- 
tion of Liverpool refpedting 
the flagnation of trade, 208 

Glafgow prefents a petition for a 
reform in Parliament, 45, 367 

Grey, Mr. prefents a petition 
from the inhabitants of Aln- 
wick, 368, and from certain 
perfons in and near London, 
375— moves that this laft be 
referred to a Committee, 386 
— fpeaks, and moves for pofl- 
poning the proceedings on the 
trial of Mr. Haftings until the 
next feffion of Parliament, 621 
624 

H. 

Hamilton, its inhabitants prefent 
a petition, 368 

Haftings, Governor, debates and 
motions relative to his trial, 
587. S 90 > S 9 >> S 9 *> 600, 601, 
621, 628, 632 

Heathficld, Lord, motion for e- 
redting, in St. Paul’s Cathe- 
dral, a monument to his me- 
mory, 652 

Hobart, Mr. prefents a petition 
from the inhabitants of Nor- 
wich, 372 — moves for leave to 
bring in a bill to permit goods 
and commodities of the growth 
and manufadlurc of Afia, Afri- 
ca, and America, legally im- 
ported into Ireland, to be im- 
ported from thence, under cer- 
tain regulations, into Great 
Britain, 546 

Huddersfield, petition prefented 
from it, 374 

Hurlington Hundred bill, con- 
verfation refpedting it, 535 

HuiTey, Mr. jnoves for an ad- 
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joornment of the debate on the 
Stockbiidge Bribefy bill, 204 

I. 

Jcleyll, Mr. moves for printing 
a report concerning falaries and 
fees of office, 650 

Irvine, petition prefeated from it, 
374 - 

K. 

Keniington, Lord, ajpologifes for 
his abfence, 43 — ^is excufed, 
ihid. 

King, motion from Mr. Sheridan 
to addrefs him for the commu- 
nications concerning feditious 
practices, ig — fends a meiTage 
to th6 Houfe rcfpc6Hng the efti- 
mateof the charge attending the 
employment of his £le6foral 
troops for the affifiance of the 
States General of the United 
Provinces, 35-— motion from 
Mr. Sheridan, to addrefs him 
for a copy of the memorial pre- 
lented to the States General b^ 
the Britifh and Imperial Mini- 
flers, 219 — ^and farther upon 
this fubjc6t, 299 — motion from 
Sir John Sinclair, to addrefs 
him fcf an efiablifliment of a 
Board of Agriculture and Im- 
provement, j44--fcnds a mef- 
lagc, by Mr. Pitt, relative to 
the farther continuance of the 
penfion in the family of Lord 
Rodney, 591— motion, from 
Mr. Windham, to addrefs him 
for a compenfation to Mr. 
Mudge, as a reward for his in- 
vention for the improvement of 
time-keepers, 652— from Sir 
Watkin Lewes, to pray that 
he would order monuments to 
be erected to the memoiy of 
Lords Rodney and Heathneld, 
652 — motion, from Mr. Fox, 
to addrefs him, and pray that, 
taking certain circumflances 
into confidcration, he would 
employ meafures for procuring 
pea^ on terms confluent with 
the preiefled objefis of the 


war, 664 — his fpeech on prof* 
mguing the Parliament, 689 
Kirkintullock, its inhabitants pre* 
fent a petition, 369 

L. 

Lambton, Mr. prefentsa petition 
from the city of Durham, 360 
— and from the inhabitants of 
the county of Perth, 374 
Lanark prelents a petition for a 
reform, 45 

Linlithgow, >county of, petition 
from its inhabitants,* 37 5 
Liverpool, Mfayor and Corpora- 
tion of, prefent a petition rela- 
tive to the llagnation of com- 
merce, 208— converfation re- 
fpedingits credit bill, 369 
London and Weftminfter, their 
inhabitants prefent a petition, 
372— -another petition pre- 
iented from certain perfons in 
or near it, praying for a reform 
in Parliament, 375 
Lord Advocate of Scotland /peaks 
and moves for leave to bring in 
a bill, requiring an oath of ab- 
juration and declaration from 
HisMajefty’s Roman Catholic 
fubjc£ts in Scotland, 224 

M. 

Maclcod, Colonel, prefents a pe- 
tition, from Dundee, for a re- 
form, 45 — and another from 
Kirkintullock, 369, —and o- 
thers from the inhabitants of 
Edinburgh, Irvine,Strathavcn, 
county of Roxburgh, Linlith- 
gow, and Anftruther, 374— 
37 S . 

Memorial prefented by the Britifh 
and Imperial Minifters to the 
States-General, 287 
Merchants prefent a petition 
againft the prohibition of in- 
fu ranee of mips and goods be- 
longing to the French, 184 
Minority, liflof that on the mo- 
tion of Mr, Grey, for a reform 
^ .in Parliament, j88 
Montrofe, petition from its inhg* 
bitantSi 374 
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Motions from Mr. Sheridan for 
an addrefs to the King for the 
ftatc of communicatioas recciv- 
j^d concerning feditlous prac- 
^ces, 19 — from Mr. Grenville, 
for taking defaulters into the 
cuftody of the Serjeant at Arms, 
42— ^from Mr. M. A. Taylor, 
to excufe the abfence of Lord 
Keniington, 43 from Mr. 
Pitt, /or taking Mr. Burke in- 
to cuftody, on account of ab- 
fence,* 44 ~from Mr. Wilbra- 
ham, for excufin^ Mr. Burke, 
44—from Mr. Sheridan, for 
the difeharge of Sir William 
Young, Mr. Clement Taylor, 
and Captain Berkeley, on pay- 
ing their fees, 45 — from Mr. 
Alderman Curtis, for referring 
to a Cemmittee the petition of 
the city of London, refpe^ting 
a duty upon coals, 67— from 
the Attorney General, for leave 
to bring in a bill to prevent 
traitorous correfpondence, 74 
—from Mr. Elliot, for a bill 
to prevent, in future, bribery 
and corruption, at the elcdion 
pf Members to ferve in Parlia- 
ment for Stockbridge, 94— 
from Mr, Baftard, for the. dif- 
eharge of Mr. Petrie out of the 
cuftody of the Sheriff of Mid^ 
dlcfcx, 9 *; — from the Attorney 
General for the commitment ' 
of the Traitorous Correfpon- 
dence bill, 109— ^from Mr. 
Sheridan, that the feveral pe- 
titions on the fubjed of a re- 
form in the internal govern- 
niect of the Royal boroughs of 
Scotland fhould be refe: red to a 
Committee of the whole Houle, 
149 — from Mr. Sheridan, that 
the fe venal Petitions prefented 
to the Houfe, during the pre- 
fent fcilion, and the papers and 
accounts prefented dui iog for^ 
ipcr feffions, refpefiing the in- 
ternal government of the Roy- 
al boroughs of Scotland, fliould 
be referred to a Committee, to 
examine the matter therein 


pontained, and tb report there- 
upon to the Houfe, 150 — ^from 
Mr. Pitt, for railing 4, ego, oool^ 
by annuities, — from Mr. 

Sheridan, for laying before the 
Houfe the communication be- 
Ween the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer and the commtf- 
fioners foi* the redu(ftion of the 
niuijri.1 debt, and the reafons 
afiigU‘‘d by them for not hav- 
ing demanded the right of fub- 
feribing to the prefent loan, 
i64~from Mr. Adam, for 
the infertion of a claufc in the 
T raitoroLis Correfpondence bill, 
178 — from Mr. Huffey, for 
an adjoii’'r.;ncnt of the debate 
on theSrockL'ridge bribery bill, 
1104— from Mr. Gafeoyne. for 
leave to bring in a bill to en- 
able the Mayor and Corpora- 
tion of Liverpool to rai lb cer- 
tain fums of money on their 

ncgociable notes, 209 from 

Mr. Sheridan, to addrefs the 
King for a copy of the memo- 
rial prefented to the States 
General by the Britifli and 
Imperial Minifters, 2 19 — from 
the Lord Advocate of Scot- 
land, for leave to' bring in a 
bill requiring an oath of abju- 
ration and declaration from the 
Roman Catholics in Scotland, 
224-^— from Mr. Windham, 
relative to the principles of Mr. 
MuJgc^s Time-piece, 314-— 
from Mr. Chancellor Piir, to 
enable his Majefty to diredt 

Exchequer bills to be iiTued 

for the purpofe of relieving the 
embarralfments of commercial 
credit, 323 — from General 

Smith, for cxtradls of corre- 

fpondcnce between the Prefi- 
denc and Council of Fort Saint 
George, and the Diredtors of 
the Eaft-India Company, 367 
T-from Mr. Grey, for refer- 
ring to a Committee a petition 
f^rom certainrperlbns rciident m 
or near London, 386— from 
Mr. Stanley tQ adjourn a de- 
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b»tc, 413— from Mr. WhiN 
bready that a Committee be 
appointed to inquire into cer- 
tain tads which took place a) 
Dover, under the authority of 
an order of Council, 527—- 
from Mr. Wilbcrforce, for 
leave to bring in a bill tor abo- 
li filing the trade carried on by 
Englifh merchants for fupply- 
ing foreign, tenirories’ with 
(laves, 539— and for leave to 
bring in a bill for limiting and 
regulating the importation of 
(lives to the Britifli colonies in 
the Weft Indies, for a time to 
be limited, 54.0 — from Mr, 
Dundas, as a rcTolution of the 
Committee, that the duties 
now payable on coals, culm 
and cinders, brought coaftwife, 
into any port or pons of that 
part of Great Britain called 
Scotland, do ccafe, determine, 
and become no longer paid, 
543-: — from Sir John Sinclair, 
to addrefs the King for an efta- 
blifliment of a beard of agri- 
culture and internal improve- 
ment, 344 — from Mr, Hobart, 
for leave to bring in a bill to 
permit goods and commodities 
of the growth and manufadlure 
of Afia, Africa, or America, 
legally imported into Ireland, 
to be imported fnnn thence, 
under certain regulations, into 
Great Britain, 546 — from Mr. 
Salilbury for leave to bring m a 
bill for the better prevention 
of bribery and corruption at 
the elcdlion of members to ferve 
in Parliament, 548 — from Mr. 
Pitt, for railing, by a lottery, 

the fum of 675^,000!. 549 

from Sir John Sinclair, on the 
fubje^ ot a Board of Agricul- 
ture, jeo—from Mr. Wilber- 
fbree, for thc Houfe to refolve 
itfelf into a Committee, to con- 
lider of a motion for prevent- 
ing the fupply of foreign pow- 
ers with (laves, 561, ^63— 
from Mr. Fox, on a claufe in 


the Eaft-India bill, 574— from 
Mr. Elliot, for reading the 
order of the day for receiving 
the report of the Committee on 
the bill for disfranchifing cer- 
tain eledlors of the borough of 
Stockbridge, 585 — from Mr. 
Burke for the appuntment of a 
Committee to conlidei* the ftate 
of the impeachment againft 

Governor Hallings, 589 

from Mr. Townihend, on the 
ot poftportingf the trial, 
592, 6co — from Mr. Burke, 
that the Managers do prepare a 
ftatement ot their proceedings 
on the trial, 601 — from Mr. 
Wharton, rcl’pcAing the cxer- 
cife ot the Executive authority, 
616 — from Mr. Grey, that the 
proceedings on the trial Go- 
vernor Hartings be poftp^yned 
until the next leflion of Parlia- 
ment, 624 — from Mr. Secre- 
tary Dundas, tor a (lion delay 
in the proceeding, 632 — from 
Mr. Burch, for a lift ot the 
iiecelliiry arms in the Tow'er, 
634— from Mr. Whitbread, 
that a paragraph in a ncwfpa- 
per, called ** The World,” 
contains reflections of a very 
grofs and fcandalous nature, 
and is a libel on the Managers 
appointed by the Houfe to con- 
duct the impeachment depend- 
ing againft Governor Halrings, 
638 — from Mr. Secretary Dun- 
das, on the preceding occafion, 
that the Houle do adjourn, 641 
— from Mr. Jekyll, for print- 
ing a report concerning falaries 

and fees of otflee, 650 from 

Mr, Secretary Dundas, for 
leave to bring in a bill for regu- 
lating and ordering a militia 
in Scotland, 6ji — from Mr. 
Windham, to addrefs the King 
for a compenfation to Mr. 
Mudge^ as a reward for his in- 
vention for the improvement of 

time-keepers, 652 ^froip Sir 

Watkin Lewes, to addrefs -the 
King, and pray that be would 
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^irt dirc6t!ont for raifin^ a mo* 
nument, in the cathedral of St. 
Paulf to the memory of Lord 
Rodney, and another alfo to 
the memory of Lord Heath- 
field, 652— From Mr. Fox, 
for an addrefs to the King, pray- 
ing that, taking certain circum- 
ftances into conlideration, he 
would employ meafures for 
procuring peace on terms con- 
liflent with the profefTcd ob- 
jects of the war, 664 

Mudge, Mr., motion for a com- 
penfation to him, as a reward 
for his invention for the im- 
provement of timc>keepers, 652 

N. 

Names of the Members of the 
Committee appointed to invef- 
tigate the feveral matters in the 
petitions rcrpc(!^ingthe internal 
government ofthe Royal burghs 
of Scotland, 1 50 

Norwich, its inhabitants prefent 
a petition, 372 

Nottingham, its inhabitants pre- 
fent a petition againil the war, 

O- 

Opinions of the Select Committee 
on commercial credit, 692 


P. 

Paiilcy, petition from its inhabi- 
tants, 374 

Parliamentai'V reform, debates on 
Mr. Grey motion, 375 
Perth, county of, petition from 
its inhabitants, 374 
Petitions prefented, 4$, 176, 184, 
208, 210, 345»359>3^» 36®* 

369* 37 ,\ 373» 374» 375 

Converfations on the point of 

receiving* them, 372,373 

Copy of that prefented by Mr. 

Petrie, Mr. Applies to the Crick- 
lade-£le£tion Committee to be 
relieved from his arrefts, 7P, 

.95 ‘ 

Pitt, Mr. Chancellor, moves that 
Mr. Burke be taken into cuf- 


tody, as a defaulter, 44—— 
Speaks, and moves a firfl refp- 
lution in a Committee of Sup- 
47» 57 — moves that the 
fum of 4,500,000!. be raifed 
by annuities, 1J9 — moveato 
enable His Majefly to caufe 
Exchequer bills to be iiTued 
for the purpofc of relieving the 
embarrairments of public cre- 
dit, 323 — moves that the fum 
of 675,0001. be raifed by a lot- 
tery, 549 — delivers a mefliigc 
from the King, relative to the 
farther continuance of the pen- 
fion in the family of Lord Rod- 
ney, 591 , 

Poole, Its inbnbitanfs prefent a 
petition, 372 

Powys, Mr, moves for leave to 
brint; in a bill for limiting, re- 
gulating, and applying the 
produce of lolls in bills for mak- 
ing and maintaining navigable 
canals, 97 

R. 

Rodney, Lord, me iTagc delivered 
by Mr, Pitt >Vom the King, re- 
lative to the f iriher continuance 
of the penfion in his family, 591 
—proceedings thereupon, 616 
— motion for cretSling, in the 
Cathedral Church of St. Paul, 
a monument to his memory, 
652 

Rofe, Mr. moves for writs, 687 

Roxburgh, county of, peiitioa 
from its inhabitants, 375 

Ruflel, Lord William, calls the 
attention of the Houfe to the 
ncceffity of bringing forward a 
bill for making alterations ia 
the enabling His Majelly to 
appoint J ufliccs of the Peacc^ 
688 

S. 

Sheffield, petition from its inha- 
bitants, 245 

Sheridan^ Mr., fpeaks and moves 
for an addrefs to the King for 
the date of^'ommumcations re- 
ceived, concerning feditioui 
pradlices, 2, 19— moves for the 
difeharge of Sir Wm. Young, 
b 2 
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Mr. Clement Taylor, and Cap- 
tain Berkeley^ defaulters, on 
pay ihg their tees, 45— prcfents 
TCtitions from Glafgow and 

Lanark for a reform, 45 

fpeaking on the fubjc« 5 t, moves 
that the feveral petitions on the 
fubjcit of a reform in the in- 
ternal government, of the Royal 
boroughs of Scotland, fhould 
be referred to a Committee of 
the whole Houfe, i49-*-move8 
that the feveral petitions prc- 
' fented to the Houfe during the 
prefent felhon, and the papers 
and accounts prefented during 
former feflions, refpedting the 
internal government of the 
Royal boroughs of Scotland, 
fhould be referred to a Com- 
mittee, to examine the matter 
therein contained,. and to report 
thereupon to the Houfe, 1 50 — 
moves, after fome remarks, that 
there be laid before the Houfe 
the communication between the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer 
and the Commiffioners for the 
redudion of the National debt, 
and the reafonsaiiigned by them 
for not having demanc(cd the 
right of fubfenbing to the pre- 

feiitloan, 164 fpeaks, and 

moves for an add refs to the 
King, praying that he would 
give directions for laying be- 
fore the Houfe a copy of a me- 
morial prefented to the States 
General by the Britifli and Im- 
perial Minifters, 219— -fpeaks, 
and moves for an add refs to 
His Majefty on .the fubjeCI of 
the above memorial, 284, 299 
— prefents petitions from Glaf- 
gow and Dunlevcii, ^67, 36B 
— prefents a petition from Duu^ 
' dec, 374 , 

Sinclair, Sir John, fpeaks, and 
moves to addrefs the King for 
an eftabliihment of a Boaro of 
Agriculture and internal im- 
provement; 544*-«>mQves that 
the order of the dav fbrTefum- 
ing: the adjourned aebateon the 


&Kird of Agriculture be ready 

55 <> 

Slave Trade, debate concerning 
it, 98 

Smith, General, moves for cx- 
tra& of correfpondcncc be- 
tween the Prefident and Coun- 
cil of Fort Saint George and 
the Directors of the £aft-lndia 
Company, 369 

Smith, Mr. prefents a petition 
from the inhabitants of Not- 
tingham apinft the ^ar, 176 

Smith, Mr. Wm. prefents a pe- 
tition from the inhabitants of 
Warwick, 374 

Stanley, Mr. moves for the ad« 
journment of a debate, 413 

Statutes, Table of, 520 

Stockbridge, club at that borough 
for the maintenance of bribery 
and corruption deferibed, 94 

Scrathaven, petition from its in- 
habitants, 37$ 

Stuart's Divorce bill, converfa- 
tion refpeCting it, 69 

T. 

Taylor, Mr. Clement, difeharged 
on paying his fees, as a de- 
faulter, 45 

Thompfon, Mr., prefents a pe- 
tition from Campiie, 368 

Townihend, Mr. Charles, brings 
up the report of the Committee 
appointed to inquire into the 
flate of the impeachment againfi 

Governor Hailings, 591 

moves for a meifage to the 
Lords, aligning reafons why 
the Commons cannot proceed 
to the trial, and defiring to put 
it off to a future day^ ^92 

Treaties between His Britannic 
Majeftv and the King of Sar- 
dinia, the Emprefs* of Ruffia, 
and the Landgrave of Hefle 
Caffcl, 703, 704, 706, 708 

W. 

Warwick, petition prefented from 
iff 374 

Wharton, Mr. prefents petitiona 
from the inhabitants bf^lmar- 
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nock, New Mills, and Aldgatet 
272, 374-^rpeaks, and moves 
for inquiries coticerning the 
exercifeof the Executive au- 
thority, 61a, 616 
Whitbread, Mr., junior, prefcnts 
a petition from the inhabitants 
oi Birmingham, q 59— -and 
others from Dumbarton and 
the inhabitants of Paiflcy, 374 
—moves that a Committee be 
appointed to inquire iqto cer- 
tain fSfls which took place at 
Dover, under the authority of 

an order of Council, 527 

fpeaks, and moves that a para- 
graph in a newfpaper, called 
“ The World,” contains re- 
flet^lions of a very grofs and 
fcandalous nature, and is a libel 
on the Managers appointed by 
the Houfe to condud the im- 
peachment depending againft 
Governor Hailtngs, 638 
Wilbcrforce, Mr. moves for leave 
to bring in a bill for abolifhing 
the trade carried on by Englilh 
merchants for fupplying foreign 
territories with (laves, $39— 
and for leave to bring in a bill 


for limiting aud iwulating ilif 
importation of (laves to thf 
Britifh colonteiin the Weft In* 
dies, for a time to ' be limited^ 
540 — moves for the Houle to 
refolve itfelf into aCommitteei 
to cqnfider of a motion for pre* 
venting the fupply of foreign 
powers with (laves, j6r, 56* 
Wilbraham, Mr. moves that the 
abfence of Mr. Burke may be 
excuied, 44 

Windham, Mr. moves to addrefs 
' the King for a compenfation to 
Mr. Mudge, as a reward for 
his invention for the Improve* 
men t of time-keepers, 6ca 
World,” paper (o called, libel* 
lous paragr^h in it upon the 
Managers of the impeachment 
againft Gkivernor Haftings, aU 
luded to by Mr. Baker, $90-— 
and brought forward to the at* 
tention of the Houfe by Mr, 
Whitbread) 637 

Y. 

Young, Sir William, difehtrged, 
on paying his fees, as a dc« 
fauiter, 45. 
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A. 

^LpAM, Mr. ijj, 153, 168, 

*7S» *76. i77» >79. **S» 

343, 489, 617 

Anderfon, Mr. Alderman, 67, 
3*3» 33 >» 568, 636 
Anflruther, Mr. 96, 123, 145, 
*53. 469 

Attorney General, 66, 70, 7 1, 
84. 108, 109, 113, 118, 119, 
121, 139, 141, 142, 14b, 

147, 154, i8o, 184, 1 8?, 

345. 533. 53S» 586, 

632 

B. 

Baker, Mr. 2x6, $90, 597, 648 
Barham, Mr. 586 
Barton, Mr. 647 
BaiTet, Sir Francis, 205, 585 
Bafiard, Mr; 71, 95 
Bearcroft, Mr. 632 
Beauchamp, Vifc. 124 
Berkeley, Captain, 43, 92, 93, 

Bouverie, Mr. 122, 356 
Braggc, Mr. 95 
Brandlyn, Mr. J24 
Browne, Mr. I. H. 122, 315, 

37^ 

Bunbury, Sir Charles, 607, 612 
Burch, Mr. 634, 635 
Burdon, Mr. 540 
Burke, Mr. 32, 35, 36, 125, 
1 3^8 1^48 *558 *938 203, 
3738 3769 587* 5898 59*8 601, 
TO3, 604,. 60;, 606, 628, 629, 
63 X, 642, 668, 685, 689 
Burton, Mr. 599, 633 


Buxton, Mr. 203, 414, 535, 
558, 561, 585 

C. 

Calthorpe, Sir Henry, J35 
Carhampton, Ear) of, 200, 539 
Cavendifh, Lord George, 3x4, 
372, 632 

Cawthorne, Mr. 98, 203, 314, 
539 . 540, 54*. 55 *. 561. 563. 
625, 63;?, 637 
Cbifwell, Mr. 331 
Courtenay, Mr. 44, 93, i$,3, 
177. 187, 203, 315, 365, 
535, 562, 634, 63s 
Curtis, Mr. Alderman, 67, 68, 
330, 568 

Curwcn, Mr. 83, 99, 138, 184, 
185,187,225,312, 303, 345, 
37*. 37* 

D. 

Dent, Mr. 203, 539, 563 
Devaynes, Mr. 567, 568 
Dolben, Sir William, 203, 539, 

543. 55*. 553. 56*. 563.607, 

633, 687 

Drake, Mr. 44, 60, 161, 163, 
318, 686 

Drake, Mr. jun. 163, .647 
Duncowbe, Mr. 345, 346, 373, 

4’ 5. 550 

Dundas, Mr. Secretary, 39, 42, 
7:, 90, 92, 93, 95, 147, 149, 
*5*. *53. *54. *.63, *66, 213, 
•222,226,282,335 342,353, 
358. 360, 361, 362, 527, 542; 

545.555.565.566,568,584* 
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i&04, 6 i2, 619, 626, 631, 634, 
636, 640, 648, 64J, 650, 651 

E. 

Edwards, Mr. 93 

Egerton, Colonel, 221 

Elliot, Mr. 94, 96, 204, 210, 

585 

Ellis, Mr. 586 

Erlkine, Mr. 70, 80, 153, 155, 
■40+ 

EiUvick, Mr. 534, 540, 563, 
616, «33, 636 

F. 

Fielding, Vifeount, 85, 201, 

208, 214, 216, 647 
Ford, Mr. 539 

Fox, Mr. I, 27, 3J, 38, 40, 60, 68, 
69. 74. 8$, ‘87, 89, 92, 109, 
112, 1 19, 123, 139, :40, 141 

> 43 . * 44 . * 4 !;. *S«. >S>. ‘iS 
159, 16 1, 167, 1(39, 172, 174, 
173, 181, 183, 185, iS', 188, 
201, 204, 306, 312, 318, 321 
3 > 7 . 33 *. 337 . 34 *. 34 *. 344 
34 ?. 35 °. 3 &>. 49 ''^. ' 3 *. S.S 
536. 539. 546. 5 S>. 553 . 557 i 
S 59 i 563. 5 ®S. 5 <> 8 , ii/o, 57 1 
582, 584, 5^.;, 593, 604, 637, 
„ 643, 632, (.it 
Francis, Mr. 84, 170, 202, 205. 
264, 281, 328, 361, 364, 372 
418, (131, 562, 566, 602, 63s, 
639, 646 


Gafeoyne, Mr, 208, 369, 540 
Gilbert, Mr. 97, 633 
Gregor, Mr. 501 
Grenville, Mr. 42, 43, 119, 
*39 

Grey, Mr. 92, 93, 120, 121, 
139* 219, 320,347, 366, 

375.376. S> 3 . 535 . 55 *. 558. 
^89, 62d', 621, 625, 628, 650 

H. 

Hamet, Sir Benjsimin, 621 
Hardinge, Mr: S 5 S 

Harrifon, Mr. 33 1 
Hartley, Col. 216 
Honderfon, Sir John, 636 
Hill| Sir Richard, 586 


Hobart, Major, ^6, 96, * 282, 
372, 546, 564 

Hoghton, Sir Harry, 2, 66, 




664, 679 


■204,'2ii,369, 545, 


I. 


Jekyll, Mr. 316, 3*2, 323, 345, 
649, 651, 667 

{ enkinfon, Mr. 386, 605 
nchiquin, Earl of, 569, 570 

K. 

Keniington, Lord, 42, 43 


Lambton, Mr. i, 19, 99, 187, 

* 338, 340, 350» S24» 540> 
6c6, 618, 619 
Law, Mr. 624 
Lechmerc, Mr. J39 
Lew''s, Sir Watkin, 43, 69, 551, 
568, 635 
Long, Mr. 601 

Lord Advocate of Scotland, 221, 
223, 283, 284 

M. 

Macleod, Colonel, 38, 45, 46, 
213, 28\ 282, 274 
Maitland, Major, 39, 85, 87, 
93, 107, 14*1, 142, 151, 155, 
168, 170 

Martin, Mr. 24, 79, 118, 121, 
211, 5C2, 611 

M.ifier of the Rolls, 144, 541, 
646 

Mayor, Lord, 24, 568 
Mefurier, Alderman Lc, 331, 
568 

Milbank, Mr. 

Milner, Sir Wjlliam, 203, 448 
Montagu, Mr. 321, 368 
Mordaunt, Sir fohn, 535 
Morgan, Sir Charles, 97, 202, 
203 

Mornington, Earl of, 428 

N. 

North, Mr. -Frederic, 83, soi 

P. , 

Pitt, Mr. CbanoelW, 2, 43, 44^ 
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,4ji,,47, 64,67, 71, 84, 86, 89, 
95, 96, no, 1 17, Ilf, IJ3, 
J39» * 4 ii Hh 'S** *60, 

l6i, 163, 164, 165, 170, 17a, 
176, i8a, 185, 187, 200, 201, 
209, 213, 217, 218, 2^0, 211, 
425, 282, 301, 312, 315,320, 
3^*> 3 ? 3 » 328, 329, 338, 339 » 
341. 344 . 34 S. 356. 360, 369. 

370.371. 373. 413. 470,538. 

540. 541 . 545 , 546, 547, 548, 
549 . 553 . 557 . SS 9 . 563. 575 . 
58b, 591, 599^ 602, 6069 6169 
6179 672, 680, 685 
Powys9 Mr. 66, 96, 123, 2039 
2049 208, 398, 586 
PuUeney, Mr. 551 

R. 

Robinfon, Mr. Morris, 602 
Rolle, Mr. 5>o, 630 
Kofe, Mr. 68, 217, 222, 223, 
3429 364,323, 534, 535, 586, 
587, 6209 621, 633, 634, 635, 

687, 688 

Rous, Sir John, 283 
Ruffel, Lord John, 118 
Rullcl, Lord William, 6g, 374, 

688, 689 
Riiilel, Mr, 633 

Ryder, Mr. 138, 151;, 213, 222, 
347, 6009 603, 627 

S. 

Salilbury, Mr. 96, 204, 547 
Scott, Mr. David, 40, 536, 550, 
568 

Scott, Sir William, 221,633 
Sheffield, Lord, 545, 547, 563 
Sheridan, Mr. 2, 38, 44, 45, 
46, 57, 66, 68, 85, 91, 92, 
nS» 123, 129, 140, 145, 
147, 149, i?4, 155, 162, 164, 
j66, 170, 217, 218, 219, 220, 
*84, 313* 3 + 0 , 354 » 36a, 3671 
368, 369, 37 o» 374 » 481, 53 5 » 
546, S 47 » 548, S 49 » 55 5 S 9 > 
66, 568, 570, 586, 591, 601, 
03, 625, 635, 647, 648, 649 
Shuclcburgh, Sir George, 315 
Sinclair, Sir John, 544, 55Q 
Smith, General, 280, 367 
Smiths Mr. 176s 342, 524 


Smith, Mf. N. 40 
Smith, Mr. R. 166 
Smith, Mr. S. 536 
Smith, Mr, W. 540, 563, j68, 
686 . 

Solicitor General, 77, 94, 1x9, 
120, 140, Z51, 152, 168, 169, 

17*. > 75 . 534 . 535. 586, 599 . 
602, 632, 635, 643, 688 
Speaker, ^5, 38, 44, 97, 165, 
185, 220, 322, 368, 372, 541, 
552, 592, 605, 631, 638, 648 
Stanley, Mr. 413, 550, 6q6, 633, 
Steel, Mr. 313 

T. 

Taylor, Mr.M. A. 43,64, 283, 

33o»33^ 53?* ?4b, 548» 
549, 586, 602, 655 
Thornton, Mr. 1, 20;, 32 i, 344 » 
568 

Thornton, Mr. S. 118, 161, 337 
Townfliend, Mr. Charles, 590, 

591* 592 

Trevelyan, Sir John, 627 

V. 

Vanfittart, Mr. 141, 599, 6ot 
Vaughan, Mr. 185 
Vyncr, Mr. 688 

W. 

Watfon, Mr. Serjeant, 568, 385, 

647 

Wharton, Mr. 372, 523, 612, 
680 

Whitbread, jun. Mr. 98, 118, 

358* 3^01 M 
Whitmore, Mr. 318 
Wiglcy, Mr. 592, 60Q, 601, 
624, 633, 688 

Wilbcrforce, Mr. 96, 98, 99, 
166, 22J, 349, 350, 370, 539, 
540. 543 . 56', 563, 583, 585, 
636 

Wilbraham, Mr. 44, 315 
Windham, Mr. 20, 31, 205, 
314. 399. 507.605, 641, 651, 
664 

Y. 

Yonge, Sir George, 97 
.Yorke, Mr. 83, 96, 145 
Young, Sir William, 417, 539. 
54 * 
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OF THE* 

HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


In the THIRD SESSION of the 

Seventeenth Parliament of Great Britain, 

Appointed to be holden at Westminster* 

On Thursday the 25th of November, 1790. 


Monday^ 4/A March, 1793. 

After the private bufmefs, which chiefly confided in re> 
ceiving excufes from the Members who could not attend the 
call, the order of the day for taking Mr. Sheridan’s motion>into 
confideration was called for, and that gentleman was not pre- 
fent.' 

Mr. LAMBTON faid, that his honourable friend had been 
informed that the excules would take up from four to fix 
o’clock, and* therefore he did not feel it nei&eilary to attend 
before that time. 

After waiting a few minutes, Mr. THORNTON rofe to 
move that the Houfe fliouid adjourn. Wfi felt the utmoft re- 
fpeA for the honourable gentlclnan ; but dill he thought that 
Hodfe- fhould not be kept waiting for any individual. 

Mr. FOX faid, he could not pretend'to juftify his honour- 
able friend 'for not attending at the prOpettirne,’ nor would be 
Vot. XXXV. B 



PARLIAMENTARY 


a. 


A. 1793. 


oppofc the motion of adjournment ; he thought it was a prccc- 
<fcnt of punftuality which, it would be very proper to efta- 
blifli ; but he hoped, in carrying it into execution, no partiar 
lity would be (hewn, and that no perfon, whatever his filua- 
tion might be, fliould have any claim upon the indulgence of 
the Houfe after the time appointed for public bufincfs to com- 
mence. 

Sir HARRY HOUGHTON contended that an exception 
fliould be made in favour of His Majefty’s Miniftcr?. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT appealed to the Houfe whether he 
had ever failed in punftuality durihg the prefent fefTion ; but at 
ihc fame time, he faid, that bufinefs of an unforefecn nature 
did fomelimes fo occur, which muft render it impoflible for 
Minifters to be fo. very exaft. — [Mr. Sheridan entering the 
Houfe at that moment, the order of the day was read.] 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he begged a thoufand pardons for 
having kept the Houfe waiting fo long ; but he underftood 
that the Houfe were to be occupied in receiving excufes from 
Members for abfence on the day of call, and that that bufincfs 
would not be over until after fix o’clock. He had been flopped 
too on his way by upwards of fifty petitions, which had been 
put into his hands, from the Royal Burghs of Sootland, rcfpec- 
ting their internal government, and he fliould beg leave to pre- 
fent them to-morrow, and he hoped for the attendance of the 
Houfe, and particularly that of the right honourable gentle- 
man (Mr. Dundas), who had fucli a (hare in the former difeuf- 
fions upon that fubjefl:. He fliould now proceed to the fub- 
)tSt of the motion which he intended prefcntly to fubmit to 
the Houfe, the objedl of which would be to appoint a Com- 
mittee to inquire into the truth of the reports of fedition in this 
country — reports, whatever fome might think of them, he was 
fure were calamitous in their efFefls to this country, and might 
become more fo, if not checked in time. He fliould not at- 
tempt to prove, in this place, that there never exifted any fuf- 
ficicnt rcafon for apprchendirig the danger of the fedition, or 
that there had not be^ any aft of iiifurreftion in any part of 
the kingdom, to warrant the propagation of fuch reports: it 
was well known that there never was any thing of that foK of 
confeguence enough to merit the defeription which had been 
of it, or to create the alarm which foUovrc^ ^ at lead 
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that was the opinion he had formed upon the fubjeft. How« 
ever, he perhaps might be obliged to retraft that opinion in 
confequenCe of. the proofs that might be brought forward he- 
ibre the Committee of Inquiry, for which he intended to 
move ; if that’ Hiould happen to be the cafe, he (bould be glad 
to fee that Minifters had only done their duty in fpreading an 
alarm at a time of real danger, and fhould be glad to praile 
them for their vigilance, however he might deplore the necef- 
fity that g^vc it birth. When he faid he dhould move for a 
Committee to inquire into thofe things, he did not wilh to fay 
any thing upon the efFed of fuch inquiry at prefent ; his ob- 
jeft was to know in what fituation this country really was, and 
alfo to know whether the language made ufe of by His Ma- 
jefty’s Minifters upon the fubjeft of fedition, confpiracy, and 
treafon, w^as not at Icaft premature at the tijme it was uttered, 
and confequently that nothing had happened in this country 
that could jurtify Government in the fteps they had taken, and 
the proceedings they inftituted ; at prefent, however, he had 
the fatisfaftion, as he really believed the Houfe had, of think- 
ing .that thefe reports were ill founded : to remove all doubt, 
however, upon that fubjed, and to obtain complete informa- 
tion, were the objedts of his motion. Parliament met early 
in December laft, and they were called together in a very ex- 
traordinary manner ; this of itfelf was matter of alarm to the 
country ; for they naturally concluded that it would not have 
been fo aiTembled, had there not been ftrong rcafons for it« 
We were then under the apprehenlion of a foreign war. From 
that very moment Parliament feemed fo taken up with that 
objcdl, that they loft all curiofity with refpedt to the internal 
fituation of this country : they took it for granted that every 
thing that was faid by Minifters was true upon the fubjed of 
fedition lurking in the country at the beginning of the feflion : 
they took it for granted, too, that every ftep taken to check it 
was juft : tliis was a fraud upon the Public, and the Houfe 
ought to feel it fo, for he really and in his confcience believed 
that the alarm was fpread for the exprefs purpofe of diverting 
the attention of the Public for a while, and afterwards leading 
them the more eafily into a war* He muft nOw beg leave to 
obferve upon the nature of the confidence which that Houfe 
fiiould place in the aiTertion of the Kind’s MmUlczs at My 
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tlmei more erpecially wheli they were about to involve the 
country in the calamities of war, and of the effeft of extend- 
ing that confidence. When Minifters came to that Houfe, 
and called upon it to ftrengthen the hands of Government, 
they were always bound to explain to that Houfe the real mo- 
tives they had for afleing for that afliftance, in order that the 
Houfe of Commons, as the reprefentatives of the People, 
might be able to tell that People, whofe lives and money were 
to be expended, the reafons why they were to be deprived of 
the rights they had before enjoyed ; for he would maintain it as 
a maxim, that to ftrengthen the hands of Government was ne- 
ceffarily, for a time, to weaken the rights of the People ; and 
he would follow that obfervation up, that to ftrengthen the 
hands of Government in carrying on a foreign war, without 
informing the People of the real ftate of our country, was 
making mere machines of them, was a confpiracy agaifift the 
Conftitution, and was laying down a plan by which their li- 
berty might be loft for ever. 

With refpeft to the late fuppofed fedition in this kingdom, 
tod of that fuppofed temper for infurredlion, and of the lurk- 
iOg treafon of which we heard fo much by hints and conjec- 
tures, there were three circurnftances to be confidered, and 
three points of view in which the fubjeft might be placed. 
The firft was, that the danger in this country had been real : 
fecondly, that the danger was not real, but that the whole 
was a falfc alarm, really entertained by Government, theeffeft 
6f a delufion fucccfsfully pra£lifed upon them ; in which cafe 
the propagation, on their part, although unfortunate, was yet 
honeft. The third was, that the whole was founded on a fyf- 
tematic pIao> laid by Government for deluding the fenfe, and 
finally fubduing the fpirit, of the People. It was, in his opi- 
nion, the duty of Parliament to regard the fubjedl in either of 
thefe three points of view ; but he could not perceive any other 
in which it could be properly regarded ; and he faw in all of 
them no way of proceeding with propriety but by inftituting a 
Committee of Inquiry. Let us fuppofe, for inftance, the 
wholie evil was really felt as Minifters had deferibed at the be- 
^nning of the feflion. What then would follow ? Moft cer- 
tainly the adoption of a Committee of Inquiry, in order ihat 
a pm Ihould be laid for our future fafety» What was the 
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next thing to be attended to, and the next view of the fubje^t, 
fuppofing that Minifters really apprehended danger, although 
in truth there had not exited any ? Mod certainly that a 
Committee Ihould be appointed to inquire, and that thejr 
might make their report upon the fituation of the country, an- 
nounce it to be in a ftate of fafety, and calm the apprehenHona 
of the Public. In the third point of view, that fuppofing the 
whole to be a mere device on the part of Government, for the 
purpofe of leading the People the more cafily to a war with 
France, by pprfuading them that' there are at this moment 
many agents from France, who are doing every thing they can 
to diiturb the peace and internal tranquillity of this country ; 
again he mull fay,^ that a Committee fhould be appointed to 
inquire, in order that the Public fhould know the deception 
which had been pra^lifed on them, and that if thew^rhad 
been fo commenced, the People ftiould be enabled to employ 
the means of declaring to the Throne their fentiments upon 
that fubjcdl. ^ 

Mr. Sheridan obferved, that we were at war with a gfeat, 
a powerful, and hitherto vidorious Republic — it was idle to 
conceal the truth — and he added, that there was not in that 
Houfe, or in this country, any man who wiflied more fin- 
cerely than he did that we might be able to check them in their 
career, at the fame time he certainly charaflerifed them aright 
at prefent. lie then came to the accounts which had been 
given, or rather the hints which had been thrown out by His 
Majefty's Attorney General at the beginning of the prefent 
fefiion of Parliament, concerning the plots and confpiracies 
that were faid to be formed in this country ; but had any thing 
of this been proved ? Not a fyllable. But this made part of 
the fyftem adopted by Government; and the Public were to be 
alarmed at the apprehenfipn of the progrefs of French pj-inci* 
ples, in order that they might' the more readily be induced to 
go to wit with the French ; and by the conduft of the worthy 
gentlemen of the afibciations the people of this country were 
called upon to revile the French in expreflions, and to follow 
their fyflem in pra£lice, namely, to eflabli(h a government by 
clubs. He wilhed the Houfe to refledl on" what was likely to 
l>c the rcfult of all this. The people of this country were 
accufed of a fpirit of difaffe^ion ; many plots and confpira- " 
2 
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ties urerc laid to be hatched ; and now he, in his confcicncc, 
believed there was not an iota of truth in any part of the 
charge to juftify the apprehenfion which Government exprelTcd 
at the commencement of the feflion. What was to be done ? 
Ihflitute a Committee of Inquiry ; for if there was any of 
this treafon or conlpiracy lurking any where, all he could fay 
was, that it remained at this hour as undifeovered as at the firft 
moment whehvit was apprehended to be formed. Thefe aflb- 
ciations were formed, as it was faid, for the proteftion of,per- 
fons and property againft republicans and levellers ; and what 
were they about to do, and what in fadl had they been doing ? 
Firft of all, they had been employed to prevent the circulation 
of Mr. Paine's book, and the Jockey Club, and to bring to 
punilhment the diftiibutorsof thofe publications — works which 
had for many months been fpread all over the country by the 
connivance, as he might fay, of His Majetty's Minifters, and 
this too when one of thofe very Minifters had an opportu- 
nity of reflefting on the impropriety of fuch publications, who 
had himfelf formerly indulged a difpofition not to treat the high 
powers of this country with that refpeft which was due, and 
had, no ^doubt, repented of that temper, and thoroughly 
changed his fentiments. What care I for the King’s birth- 
clay-*-what is the King's birth-day to me ? or fome fuch coarfe 
expreilion, had, he believed, been uttered by a noble Duke 
fome time fince. What, he afked, had appeared of late to 
juftify our dreadful apprchenfions ? He was not furc that Mi- 
nifters felt aiiy alarm at the time that they were endeavouring 
to alarm the country ; for how did the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer aft ? In the courfe of the fummer he proceeded with 
^due folemnity to take the weight on himfelf of the laborious 
office of Warden of the Cinque Ports, ancj he coqduflcd 
himfelf in that fituation in a manner equally pleafing to his 
hofts and to his guefts, and returned to town without any 
great apprehenfion of danger ; but as tho meeting of Parlia- 
ment approached, things became more and more alarming, 
until at laft the whole country was faid to be threatened with 
deftruftion. The whole of this was a j>anic created by Mini- 
fters, for the purpofe to which he had alluded before ; this he 
fe|t 90 difficulty in faying, and he called on Minifters to deny* 
he was fo well convinced of the truth of it, that hc^ would 
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venture to affirm^ that if all the magidrates appointed under 
the new Police bill were to appear at the bar of that Houfe^ 
they would not be able to give one inftance of the exifience of 
that fedition which Minifters had fo often adverted to in calling 
upon the Houfe to fupport them. All he requefted of the 
Houfe was, that a Committee of Inquiry (hould be appointed, 
or of Minifters, if they faid that fuch a Committee was unne- 
^ceffary, to confefs that they themfelves had been deceived upon 
the fSbjecl, and that what they advanced upon that topic fome 
time fince, they were now ready to retraft. This, he faid, 
was due to the Public ; for the people of this country ought not 
to be praftifed upon by fraud ; they were a generous and a 
brave people ; and he believed that if this country were to be 
invaded by a foreign enemy, it would only increafe our ener- 
gy, and ftimulatc our exertion. He muft therefore fay, that, 
to accufc them of feditious motives, was highly unjuft, as well 
as indecent- This panic had already had a great effect; and, 
indeed, it was much too general an impreffion to proceed from 
real danger; a general panic was always created by phantoms 
and imaginary evils. It had been always fo in the panics of 
armies, for inftance; hehelicved that there was not once to be 
found in hiftory an inftance in which the panic of an army had 
proceeded from real danger ; it had always proceeded either 
from accident or fome ftratagem of the enemy. Indeed the 
thing bore evidence for itfelf ; had the danger been real, there 
mutt have been a difference of opinion as to the amount of it ; 
for while there was a difference in the fize and charafter of the 
underftandings of men, there muft be a difference in their opu 
nions ; but thofe who believed any thing*upon the tales of fe- 
dition which he had before alluded to, believed every thing 
tHat was faid about it, and that of itfelf proved its falacy. — 
There were numerous inftances recorded both in profe and 
verfe where nations had been mifted and had adfed upon fucb 
falfe alarms. There wece many inftances in which a panic 
jiad been communicated by one clafs of men to the other, 

Sic quifque pavendo 

Dat vires famx : dulloque audore malorum 

Qiiae finxere, timent. Ncc folutn vulgus inani 

PemuiTum terrors pavet: Sed curia, et ipfi 
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Sedibus exiluere patres, invifaque belli 

Confulibus fugiens mandat decreta fenatus. 

His friend (Mr. Windham) had been panic-ftruck, and 
now (Irengthened the hand of Government, whoj laft fedion, 
agreeable to a vulgar adage, Rolled His Majefty’s Minif- 
** ters in the dirt.” At that period he would pull off the mafle 
of perfidy, and declaimed loudly againll that implicit confi- 
dence, which fome had argued ought to be placed in h^inif- 
ters. He now thought fuch arguments were impolitic, and 
no man was more ftrenuous for that confidence which he had 
before with fo much warmth reprobated. Another friend, 
Mr. Burke, to whofe doftrines Mr. Windham had become a 
convert, had alfo been panic-ftruck. He had been fo affeded, 
that he faw nothing but a black and clouded (ky ; a bleak op- 
pofition, where there was not a (hrub or bufli to (belter him 
from the gloomy afpeft of public affairs ; but he had taken re- 
fuge in the minifierial gaberdine, where he hoped for fccurity 
from the approaching (lorm* 

He had now difmiffed the two firft parts of the ftibjeft, and 
he therefore came to the queilion, whether Minifters had fpread 
thofe alarms, for purpofes which they did not avow ; it would 
be with great reludance, that he (hould put that confiruflion . 
upon their condud ; but there had been fuch encouragement 
given to reports of a certain nature, that he hardly knew how 
to avoid faying, that thefe alarms were created for very dange- 
rous purpofes ; indeed, he could not refrain from faying, that 
there appeared on the part of His Majefty’s Minifters, firft, a 
defire to inflame the minds of the people to prepare them to 
go to war with France ; fccondly, an inclination to divert the 
public mind from the queftion of parliamentary reform, for the 
purpofe of concealing the apoftacy of certain individuals, who 
do not chufe to be put to the teft, and tried by the public upon 
the ftandard of their own profeflions. As to the firft* of thefe 
points, namely, that of inflaming the minds of the people of 
this country, in order to prepare them for a war with France, 
Mr. Sheridan faid, he need only refer to the fpecch of the right 
honourable gentleman himfelf (Mr. Pitt,} who had faid, at an 
early ftage of the difeuifion of that fubjedt, that he believed 
the Public rather reproached Government for fupinenefs, than 
blamed it for its promptitude in going to war. This was a 
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mode of befpeaking the opinion of the Public ; and he could 
not help faying it appeared to him, from that and other things> 
that attempts were made, and fome of them, he was forry to 
fay, fuccefsful ones, to inflame the public mind with regard ta 
France. He was furprifed to hear it faid by one honourable 
gentleman in that Houfe, that the only confolation that could 
arife from the death or murder of the late unfortunate Louis^ 
that it would roufe the indignation and animoflty of mankind 
againft France. This was a confolation arifing from inhuma- 
nity, ihat he did not envy; he knew there were thofe who did 
not mourn that unhappy event. There were thofe who did 
not intcTflt thcrafclves to avert that misfortune. But thofe whp 
loved freedom, or cheriflied liberty, muft ever deplore the 
tranfadlion, becaufc by one acl they had armed dcfpotifm, 
and given a filial blotv to the general intcrefts of mankind. — 
Such was his opinion now, and I'uch it always had been upon 
tl’iat fuhjc(5l. 

With regard to the other motive of Minifters, namely, that 
of diverting the attention of the Public from the queftion of 
parliamentary reform, he believed in his confcience that there 
was a delign of that nature entertained by Minifters in this 
country, which had fucceeded for a time ; but all this was tem- 
porary, for the people were not to be deluded forever. God 
forbid they fliould ! God forbid that a brave nation fliould be 
blinded for a long time by a few individuals, and that a whole 
country IhoiiKl be falfe to itfelf, and deftitutc of honour, be- 
caufc an individual or two had betrayed their charafter, and 
becaufe a few perfons w'cre interefted in propagating falfe 
alarms. That was not to be expefted ; indeed the deception 
was too coarfe in its nature to laft for much length of time, and 
the reports were too ridiculous about plots, confplracies, and 
treafons, to be long credited. How ftood fafts upon this oc- 
cafion ? — A noble Duke (the Duke of Richmond^ had formerly 
been of opinion, that there was nothing, to be feen but danger 
for want of a parliamentary reform ; but he had fo elevated 
himfelf of late upon fortifications of his own creating, and 
availed himfelf of fiis great power of difeernment, that he was 
^ow able to difeover plots, confpiracics, and treafons, under 
the garb of a parliamentary reform, or under any reform.— 
Xbe alarm had been brought forward in great pomp and form 
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on Saturday morning. At night all the mail coaches were 
flopped ; the Duke of Richmond ftationcd himfelf, among 
othercuriofitics, at the Tower ; a great municipal officer too 
had made a difcovery exceedingly beneficial to the people of 
this country. He meant the Lord Mayor of London, who 
had found out that there was, at the King’s Arms in Cornhill, 
a debating fociety, where principles of the mod dangerous ten- 
dency were propagated, where people went to buy treafon at 
lixpcnce a head, and where it was retailed to them by the glim- 
mering of an inch of candle, and five minutes, to be meafured 
by a glafs, were allowed to each traitor to perform his part in 
overturning the State. And yet coarfc and ridiculous as they 
were, thefe things had their efFcfl with the Public for a time, 

and they certainly did create a general impreffion of fear. 

Here Mr. Sheridan entered into a detail of many circumftances 
and llorics, founded upon falfc alarms in feveral parts of the 
kingdom: firft, when the alarm began, carts, waggons, and 
coaches, were faid to arrive daily and hourly at the Tower, 
filled with traitors from different parts of the illand, and Mi- 
nifters were applauded for^ their prudence and aflivity in the 
fervice of the State. Not one w'ordof truth in the whole cafe ! 
Not a being brought to the Tower — not a being charged with 
treafon ! The whole w^as a mifcrablc fabrication to deceive the 
credulous. Sufpicion, indeed, had been entertained; and he 
believed that many letters had been flopped at the Poft Office, 
and he had no doiibt that many of his were among the num- 
ber ; he faid he did not wifli to talk of himfelf, but as fo much 
had been faid upon the fubjecl of correfpondente with foreign 
powers, anej as hints were thrown out in various channels, un- 
der the direftion and enconragement of Miniflcrs, that he and 
others with whom he agreed on public fubjeds, held improper 
corrcfpondcnce with other powers, he trufted the Houfe would 
excufe him for adverting to himfelf, and faying, that if Go- 
vernment (hould think it worth their while, he fliould not, on 
his own part, have the fmalleft objedlion to publilhing every 
word in every letter he ever wrote upon the fubje6l of politics. 
This he did to refute at once all the calumny which had been 
fpread upon that fubjefl. He had not the lead doubt but 
that he might fafely fay the fame thing of others who had been 
flandcred in the fame way. There was a paper drawn up by 

3 



DEBATES. 


II 


A. 1793. 

him, which he had no difficulty in faying he fliould be glad to 
avow every where, and on any occafion, and this he faid in 
order that it might be underftood that no apprehenfion of mif- 
conftruillon fliould deter him from faying he wiflied it to be 
publiflied ; he w’as confident it was not repugnant to the prin- 
ciples of jiillice and humanity. This related to the fubjedi of 
the trial of the late King of France. He faid this in hopes of 
defeating the purpofes of thofe who were fo malicious as to in- 
finuatcf from the moft unworthy motives, that there exifted a 
faftion in this country connefted wdth its enemies. He could 
have wiflied that there fliould not liave been any ncccflity for his 
dcchriiig, that he abhorred the principle of the decree of the 
National Convention of France of the 19th of November. 
Nothing fliould have deterred him from having written his fen- 
timenls upon ftich fubjecls. Nothing, he hoped, would deter 
Miniiters from publiftiiiig them at fomc future day^ as there 
was no doubt but that they had kept copies of them, and va- 
rious other letters, at the Poft Office. 

He then came to take notice of the manner in which Govern-^ 

% 

ment had proceeded to create the alarm to wdiic.h he had alluded. 
They had advertifed Mr. John Froftand Captain Perry. The 
public were to look upon thefe two gentlemen as traitors. Onq 
bundled pounds each w^as to be given for apprehending them. 
One of them (Mr. Frofl) was at this hour in this country, un- 
der bail, and ready for bis trial, if he is to be tried j and the 
other was charged only with having printed in the Argus what 
the Chancellor of the Excheejuer had hlmlelf delivered in a 
fpecch upon the fubje£l of parlirimentary reform. He faid, he 
ihould not have mentioned thefe things, but to prove that great 
pains had been taken to carry ona fyllem ofdclufion. There 
was another fait, which was too extraordinary to be omitted. 
A ftory had been trumped up, that there was a plan for taking 
the Tower by the French ; after which, the whole of our con- 
ftitution was to be overturned, and the Royal Family were to be 
murdered. At the head of this plot was to be placed that moft 
execrable charailer, Marat, whom the French would have 
done well long ago to have removed, and which they would 
have been able to accomplifli, had they not joined to him Ro- 
berfpicre, and others of a different charadler. This fiilion 
was not chough j for we were told that there were certain 
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people in pay by the French, for the purpofe of deftroying as 
many of the people of this country as they could, and that at- 
, tempts had been made to poifon the New River. , There was 
no doubt but that thefe things appeared now to be too ridicu- 
lous to be believed ; and yet many gave credit to them, info- 
much that the proprietors of the New River were obliged to 
advertife in all the newfpapers the falfchood of that report.— 
Was this no hardihip, or did it not fliew a fliameful difpo- 
fition to impofe upon the Public, and to work up the people of 
this country into fury againft the French? In farther confir- 
mation of this, he referred the Iloufe to the grofs, cliimfy ca- 
lumny of the various newfpapers which were piibliihed from 
day to day, under the authority of Adminidration, where every 
thing that had any relation to the French was abufed without 
mercy : by this the French were given to iinderftand, for many 
months, that our Court was at enmity with them. This alfo. 
was part of the fyftem of deliifion which had been praft ifed, in 
order to bring about a rupture between the two countries. — 
There was one paper in particular, faid to be the property of 
Members of that Houfe, and publrflied and condiuSted under 
their immediate diredion, which had for its motto a garbled 
part of a beautiful fcntcnce, when it might with much more 
propriety have aifumed the whole — 

SGlm quis dicere falfiim 

Audeat ? Ilk etiam cacos injiare iumultus 
Sape monetj fraudemque et operta t^mefeere bella. 

But it was on the authority of Government alone that he refted 
upon, when he made thefe obfervations. An infurreftion was 
faid to be planned by corrupting the foldiers, and this turned 
out to be the fum of fixpcnce given for porter in Edinburgh : 
2.aw what the fcarcity. of money might be in that country, he 
could not tell ; but this was very clear, that the fyftem of cor- 
lyption had not been carried to any very great extent. He then 
alluded to the burning Mr. Dundas in effigy by the people of 
Scotland, to which circumftance he imputed the forenefs that 
the right honourable gentleman had difplayed in the account he 
had given of the pretended inOirre^llons in that country. It 
was faid that Rotunda, a very notorious ruffian from Francet 
had been in England, and no doubt for execrable purpofes ; but 
^ was not fent here on a languinary i but fled mereljf 
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to elude the hand of jufticc. There were other ftories afipat 
at the fame period equally ridiculous, and ramified into various 
rumours. It was faid that numbers were kept in pay ; that 
^ they were drilled and difeiplined in dark rooms by a ferjeant in 
a brown coat ; and that, on a certain fignal being given, they 
would fally forth from porter rooms and back parlours, and 
finally fubvert the conftitution. Such were the idle ftories with 
which for months the people have been amufed. There was^ 
another circumftance which ftruck a panic into Government, 
the plafiting the tree of liberty in Dundee. But this was like 
** Birnam w'ood coming to Dunfinanc.” 

This infurredljon, as it was called, originated with a few 
fchool boys, the chaftlfement of whom by their matter, rettored 
them to their loyalty, and prevented them from overturning 
the conftitution. Sfjmc perfons, through a motive of indefen- 
fible humour, had written a letter to Sir George Yonge, in- 
forming him of an infurre£lion at Salifbury, when no fuch 
infurrcdl.ion really exifted. It was likewife faid that there was 
an infurreclion at Shields. The military were inftantly dif- 
patched ; but the infurreftion had ceafed, and the feditious in- 
furgents were voluntarily allifting in getting off a King’s (hip 
that had run on ground. He next inftanced what had been 
deemed a feditious tumult at Yarmouth, which was equally 
well founded as w'hat he had before noticed. If Mr. Pitt was 
not fo ft Iff- necked and lofty — if he condcfccnded to mix in 
public meetings, he would not be apt to be led into thofe er- 
rors which were praftifed, he muft fuppofe with too much fuc- 
cefs, on his credulity. In all the various accounts of pretend- 
ed infurrcftlons, he maintained that there was not the leaft 
proof of difeontent in the public mind, or difaffedion to Go- 
vernment in any one of thefe, but that the whole arofe from 
other caufes. Thefe things entitled him to fay, that there was 
ground for inquiry into the fubjeft, and that an inquiry ought 
to take pl!ice to fet the public mind at reft upon fuch topics. 
He then touched upon the addrefles tranfmitted from patriots 
in pot-houfes to the National Convention, a long lift of which 
bad been compiled under the aufpices of the Treafury. One 
of them was figncd by Mr. Hardy, an honeft flioemakcr^ who 
jittle dreamt, God help him, bow near he hid been overturn- 
f(ig the conftitution* 
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4 Ic next took notice of the efFeft of the fyftem of delufion in 
the metropolis, and the hardfliips under which many individuals 
laboured in confequence of that fyftem ; where puhlicans had 
been told by different Magiftratesof the cffcfl: of thcii a!!owinjj 
any converfation upon politics in their hoiifes ; that if they con- 
du£led themfelves in the Icaft degree difp)eafing to the Court, 
they fliould lofe their liceiifes ; and ftill farther, they were 
afked, w'hat papers they took in. Do you take in the Morn- 
ing Chronicle or Poft — Yes, Sir. — Take care there is 
no fedition in it; for if there is, you are liable to puiiifh- 
merit for diftribiiting it to yoiii cuftomers.** There was 
one very particular cafe in this rcfpciSf. — The Unicorn in Co- 
vent Garden, whtre a So^.:icty had 1 >ng met to difeufs the pro- 
priety of a parliamentary reform. The landlofd was fent for 
to Sir Sampfon Wright ; the man appeared, and explained the 
nature of the focicty. Sir Sampfon Wright faid, it was per- 
feSly a harmlefs meeting in itfclf, but advlfed him not to fuf- 
fer the Society to meet again, bccaufe it might give offence to 
the higher powers. So that a man was not to have a newfpa- 
per which he liked, or which his cuftoiners might be defir.ous 
of feeing, nor was a harmlefs fociety to be held, bccaufe it 
might be difagrecablc to the higher powers. He was given to 
underftand alfo that every thing that had paifed in his houfe for 
months w'as perfeClly known to the Magiftrates, as well as 
that of every other public houfe ; for that they had agents em- 
ployed for this purpofe. 

^He then took notice of the expreftion of the Attorney Ge- 
neral at the opening of this feffion of Parliament, of his having 
200 cafes to bring forward for profecution only ; a very few 
of whom had been at all brought forward, and many of thofe 
only bookfellers for felling in the way of trade, the Rights of 
Man, omitting all the parts objcdled to by the Attorney Gene- 
ral in the trial of Mr. Paine, and for felling Mr. Paine’s Ad- 
drefs to the Addreffers, and the Jockey Club. Mr. Sheridan 
faid, he had 200 cafes to fubmit to the Attorney General, and 
to that Houfe, of real hardfliip fuftained by innocent individu- 
als, and which he fliould have ftated this night, but that the 
^accidental and unexpe 6 led diligence of the Uords had called 
for fo much of his time lad week on the trial of Mr. Haftings, 
as not to allow him time to cplle£t tliefe cafes, but which fftight 
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be hereafter attended to and dHiiufled iq, that Houfe. Many 
of them arofe out of the fplrit of the Alien bill — a bill in its 
nature oppreflive — a bill, the excrcife of which muft foon in- 
capaciate for ever any man from being a proper Minifter of a 
4ree country. It was impoHible that Miniilers could know 
the proper obje6Is in all cafes to be fent away, and if they did 
not know of any fuch, they became conftrained to fend fome 
away to fave appearances, and to keep thcmfelves in counte- 
nance. This refleflion led him to take nonce of the praftice 
of crefling barracks all over this kingdom, alfo part of thei 
fame fyftem, and tending with all their other meafures uni- 
formly to the point of defpotifin. 

The next point which came to be noticed was the mode 
adopted on the part of the Treafury, to difeover perfons w’ho 
ditlribute fedilious books. This was done by means of a cir- 
cular letter all over the country, from Mclf, Chamberlainc 
and White, Solicitors to the Treafury, to various attorniesy 
employing them as agents in this biifincfs. This, Mr. She- 
ridan obferved, was to the laft degree dangerous ; becaufe it 
w'cnt to the clFccl of placing in a fiiuation to be tempted, a fet 
of men not highly diftinguiflied for fuperior morality, and of 
making them derive emolument from the litigation, which 
thcmfelves, not their clients, were to create. ManyAttor- 
nics, he Arid, had^ to their honour, rejedled the offer with 
fcorn and indignation. The books chiefly to be noticed were, 
as he had faid before, the w'orks of Mr. Paine and the Jockey 
Club; he had no occafion to fay any thing of thefe^ books ; but 
neither thefe, nor any other books, could launch out more 
freely on the neceflity of a Parliamentary Reform, than the 
fpecches of Mr. Chancellor Pitt, and the Duke of Richmond ; 
or more grofsly againft Kings, than the right honourable gen-., 
tlcman (Mr. Burke) upon former occafions. To prove this, 
he read paifages from the noble Duke’s addrefs to the county 
of Sulfcx, and to Colonel Sharman and the volunteers of Ire- 
land, in which he afferted that it was in vain for the people to 
look to the Houfe of Commons for redrefs, that tliey could 
find it only in thcmfelves ; that they ought to aflert their right, 
and not to defift till they (hould.have eftabliftied a Houfe of 
Commons truly reprefenting every man in the kingdom. From 
Mr. Burke’s fpeechon his^motiofrTMNkave to bring in bis 
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Ull of rdTorm^ he read a pafTage^ calculated to reprefent the 
Peers of the realm in the moft abjedl, degraded date. He 
he was forr^^ that ^he report was not made to the King 
in Council, of the conviflion pf perfons charged with mifde- 
meanors; if it were ufiial to make fuch a report, he (hould 
dike very much to hear the obfervations of His Majefty’s Mi- 
, nifters, on the cafes of feme of the wretched bill dickers, epn- 
vifted of publifliing feditious libels. When the feditioiis paf- 
fag6s were read, the noble Duke might fay, “ he borrowed 
that from the preamble to my reform bill/' .Thev'ight ho- 
nourable gentleman might fay, ** that cxpreflion was dolcn 
“ from the fpeech which I made, when I propofed to the 
** Hoiife of Commons my plan for a Parliamentary Reform.’* 
Mr. Sheridan faid, he wondered how thefe perfonages could 
bear their own feelings, w^hen they knew that fome poor 
wretches were lying upon draw in the gloom of a prifon, for 
having publifhed ftntiments, which they had folcmnly profef- 
fed in and out of Parliament. The offence was the fame iii 
all, but mark the difference of the treatment ? Punifhment 
and a prifon were the lot of tJie one fet, whilft the others were 
honoured with places and emoluments, and feats in His Ma- 
jeffy’s Council. 

He then took notice of the principles of the Society, of 
which Mr. Reeves was the leader, and of all others formed 
upon that plan. Thefe Societies were deferibed by Mr. Law, 
in the letter w'hich he publidied on the 24th of January 
in the Morning Chronicle, dating his reafons for withdrawing 
from that Society; and dating, ainongft other things,' that 
they proceeded againd republicans and levellers upon private 
anonymous letters; nothing, he faid, could be more infamous 
than fuch a principle. 

He took notice of a fermon preached before the Houfe of' 
Lords, by a learned prelate, in which his Lordihip complain- 
ed of the folly with which people had of late fiiffered themfelves 
to be carried away by a fpirit of difeuffion about the origin of 
Government. The flavifknefs of this high church doffrine, 
which difcountenanced inquiry, could, Mr. Sheridan faid, be 
equalled only by the want of 'charity, which appeared ano- 
ther part of the fermOn, in which the public indignation was 
^re^ed againd a p'^icular defeription of men (Protedant 
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Diflcnters) who were reprefented as unworthy of the UMiis ai 
fellow Chriftians. He touched alfo upon a publidattOii of Dr. 
Tathanii in which he accufes Dr. Prieftley as an accofttplice 
in the murder of the King of France, and told him, that What* 
ever pretenfion he might have to reputation for abilities, he 
muft give up his heart, which could in no light whatever be 
defended. Here Mr. Sheridan took notice of the difgfacefvl 
riots at Birmingham, and of the difficulties thrown in the way 
of payment of the money ordated by verdiAs Of juries upotl 
trials for the» damages fudained by thefe riots. Bot even thie 
was exceeded by what had taken place in Cambridge*, for, to 
fu^h a pitch of infolent injudice had the fydem of political op- 
preffion been carried againd publicans, that they were com* 
pelled to take an oath that they not only would not differ po- 
litical difputes in their houles, but that th6y would give an ac- 
count of the behaviour and converfation of every republican 
they might happen to know or hear of. All this was infam- 
ous, but it was the efFe£t of the panic he had fo frequently al- 
luded to ; it was owing to that panic, that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer objefted the other day to the bringing up^ 
afnd receiving of the petition from the inhabitants of Notting- 
ham, dating the necellity of a Parliamentary Reform, a pe* 
tition not half fo objcdionable as the Cheder petition, which 
had been received. It was owing to that panic, that a right 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) did not of late fpcak with 
the eloquence with which he ufed to command the admiration 
of his auditors. For now really the tade of his mind, and the 
character of his underdanding was altered. It was Owing to 
that panic, that another rigAt honourable gentleman (Mr. 
Windham) had brought his mind to approve what his heart had 
for years before abhorred ; he meant the ereAion of barracks. 
It was owing to that panic that that right honourable gentle- 
man had prevailed upon himfelf to fupport a Minifter, becaufe 
he had a bad opinion of him. It was owing to that panic that 
a noble and learned Lord (Lou^borough) in the other Houfe, 
had given hisdifintereded fupport to Government, and had ac- 
tually accepted of the fcals of an adminidration he had uni-* 
formly reprobated from its commencement.* If that ngble 
and {earned Lord a£led from the fame primnple of the right 
honourable gentleman ^ that of fupporting an Admiatftrauoa 
Vot.XXXV. p 
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b£caufe^he thought it a bad onc» he wiihed to know what his 
opinion muft be of its profligacy, fincc he went fo far as to ac- 
cept an office under it. But above all, it was owing to that 
panic that the right honourable gentleman to whom he had al- 
luded before had loft his fine tafle entirely, and had become 
the flave of the mdl ridiculous pantomimic trick and con- 
temptible juggling— and carried about with him daggers and 
knives to affiil him in efforts of defeription. It was to this 
‘ panic alfo that the milk of the Chriftian religiop too had lo(l 
its thildnefs, and a fpirit of intolerance had^enewed iSS fiercc- 
nefs from the pulpit. He adverted to the* letter figned by Mr. 
Windham and others, and addrefled to the Whig Club, in 
which they fignified their intention of withdrawing from the 
Club. Mr. Sheridan reprefented this letter as an effeft of no- 
thing but panic ; for othervvife a gentleman could never have 
thought of going fuch lengths in favour of Minifters whom he 
defpifedand whom he could not trufl, and againfl a man wliom 
he affected to admire and refpedl. He never could have 
thought of withdrawing from a Club, becaufe it had nobly rc- 
folved to refill calumny, and called upon its Members to rally 
round the champion of liberty againft whom the envenomed 
(hafts of calumny were dircdlcd ; but who, the more he was 
calumniated, the dearer he mull 4 >ecomc to thofe generous 
friends, who were attached to him for his virtues and his ta- 
lents. When he found the right honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Windhamj leagued againft fuch a man, he declared in a 
very impallioned tone, that though he was convinced the right 
honourable gentleman was by nature truly brave, he verily be- 
lieved the panic which had feized him, had not only affcdlcd 
the clearnefs of his head, but alfo violated the integrity of his 
heart. He dwelt much upon the queftion of Parliamentary 
Reform, and (hewed that he and his friends were blamed for 
having been tnie to thofe principles to which Mr. Pitt and the 
Duke of Richmond had found it their interell to*prove,falfc. 
He recommended it to his honourable friend (Mr- Grey) to 
perfevere in his intention of making a motion for a Parliamen- 
tary Reform ; but he advifed him not to make any profeffion 
on the occafion ; not to promilb that as a man and a Minifter 
be would fupport a reform ; nor to fay that, unhackneyed ih 
the ways of meni he would purfue only the paths of plain 
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dealing and honefty ; in a word, not to fay that the times were 
not good enough for him, for all this^had been faid by a right 
honourable gentleman ■ (Mr. Pitt) who had (hewn that he was 
a ftranger to the performance of the moft folemn. engagement, 
and that if he could not accommodate himfelf to the time9> he 
would make the times accommodate themfelves to him. He 
was fiire, he faid, that his honourable friend would never be 
found to refemble fuch a chara&er ; he had a lofty fpirit, feat- 
cd in a heart of honour ; and what he was convinced was right, 
that was fure he would inflexibly purfue. He concluded 
by making the following motion, and faid that if it was adopt- 
ed, he meant to follow it up with a motion for an addrefs to 
His Majefly, praying that he would lay before a feqret Com- 
mittee of the Hoiife all difeoveries made refpefting feditious 
practices, together withal! information and letters on the fame 
I’ubjeit received or intercepted. 

** That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefty, 
praying, that he would be pleafed to order fuch communi- 
cations as may have been received, as to the exiftence of 
** feditious praftices in this country, to be laid before a Com- 
** mittee of the Hoiife.*' 

Mr. LAMBTON rofe to fecond the motion of his honour- 
able friend. It was moft iinquellionably the duty of Minifters 
to have brought forward evidence to that Houfe, and to the 
Public, of the plots and infurreSions which had been fo much 
.talked of ; and if there were in this country incendiaries and 
difturbers of the public peace, they ought to have been profe- 
cuted and punifhed : it would have been the intereft of Minif- 
ters alfo to have done fo, and thereby to have totally confounded 
the unbelieving few. He alluded to the condudl of Cicero, 
with rcfpedl to Catiline’s confpiracy, and contrafted it with 
that of Minifters on tht prefent occafion : Cicero came boldly 
forward with a diredl and precife charge, naming the whole 
Members ofnhe confpiracy: Minifters on the other hand, had 
Iheltered themfelves under the general and indefinite term, 
notoriety,” without adducing a fingle proof ; whereas truth 
always fpeaks out fairly. He charged Minifters with having 
given countenance to a Ipecies 6f inquifltion ora moft danger- 
ous and tyrannical tendency. How many unjuft and injurious 
calumnies had been thrown out againft his right honourable 
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fnead (Mr. FoscJ whofe charader flood in no need of any 
eulogium from him ; but it was fo exaflty and fo well deli** 
Heated in the paiTage which he was about to read, that he 
would gladly have rummaged many a dunghill for it; inlle^, 
of that, however, he had found it in a delightful garden. — 
(He then read a paragraph from a fpecch of Mr. Burke’s, 
containing a high panegyric on Mr.. Fox.) His right honourable 
friend had been indeed, of late, thefubjefl of perpetual abufe ; 
but as he did not merit it, what was intended as abufe, would 
in. fad be commendation. He might fay, in the language of 
Cicero, Ego hoc onimo JemperfuCy ut invidiam virtuie part am y 
Gloriam non invidiam putanm. Mr. Lambton proceeded to 
take notice of the clubs which had been fo much fpoken of at 
Derby, where no great number of perfons, and they having 
no other objed in view than the obtaining a reform in Parlia- 
ment, had been magnified into 1500 republicans and levellers; 
and of tholfe at Cromer and Norwich, which were equally in- 
nocent. He next alluded to the Aflfociation at the Crown and 
Anchor, and to the illegal and dangerous fpirit of inquiiltion 
which marked their proceedings ; and he read upon this fub- 
jed, part of Mr. Law’s letter, to whom his thanks were due 
for the honourable and proper part he had aded. He wa» 
perfuaded, he faiil, that Minifters had no proof of the cxift- 
cncc of any of the confpiracies or infurredions about which fo 
great an alarm had been induflrioufly created, otherwife they 
would boldly and firmly have taken the neceffary (leps for the 
fafety of the country, and the protedion of the public peace 
in fuch a conjundure, trufiing to fecure themfelvcs by a bill 
of indemnity; but then indeed they mufi have come forward 
with feme fort of proof. It appeared to him that Minifters 
had two objeds in view by the prefent alarm ; one was, to 
get rid of a reform in Parliament, by confounding witli level- 
lers all thofe who profeflT&d to wi(h for it ; the other, to recon- 
cile the people of this country to a war with France. He 
would warmly fecond the motion of his. right honourable 
friend, which appeared to him highly proper and neceflary. 

Mr. WINDHAM fold, that he felt it difficult to anfwer 
the arguments of the honourable gentleman ; fincc they were 
arguments in which he himfelf was peculiarly implicated. To 
a fp^ipb, however, fo irregular, though various, and coiu^ 
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pofed of fuch heterogenous materials, he fhould give every 
poflible degree of method that was in his power. The honour- 
Table gentleman, Mr. Windham complained, had u(ed the 
artifice too oftcp to be met with in polcmick controverfy i that 
of changing the qucfiion, and then arguing -upon it. He had 
talked of plots and infurre£tions; but the exigence of plots and 
infurrciElions had never been the queftion. The queftion was 
the (late of the country, which, in his opinion, was fuch as 
would have led to plots and infurrcdtions. It related to feditious 
pradlic^'s hitherto unknown, calling loudly for an efTeftual re- 
medy, and amply jiiftlfying every act that had been adopted 
for the prevention of their farther progrefs. The fpecies of 
infurrc£tion ilated in the proclamation, purported to be ex- 
aftly what it was: and when gemlcmen called for proofs of 
aSs of pofitive infurreSion, they called for proofs of what had 
never been aiferted. Of the fadls which had been cited, proofs 
had not been given, becaufe they were deemed unneceflary.— 
I'he whole country had teemed with feditious publications ; 
and when the (late of the country bad been talked of as juftify- 
ing alarm, was not that fa6l fufficient i Another fact, no lefs 
convincing to his mind, as the foundation of national fear, 
was the alTiduity with which thofe feditious publications had 
been circulated. To afk for proofs of the exiftencie of thofe 
fails were as abfurd as to aik for proofs of the exiftence of 
General Dumouricr : and the minds of men might be as much 
perplexed by queflions from a fiibtle inquirer on the one fubjeit; 
as on the other. Might not a man from a combination of va- 
rious difeonneiled circumllances, receive a convincing impref- 
fion of a general fad, and yet not be able to (late any particu- 
lar proofs of fuch fail? Would gentlemen be convinced by 
nothing lefs than ocular or tangible evidence of every fubje^ 
of inquiry} Such reafoners no ilatement would fatisfy ; and 
if he (hould fay, that there was a difeontented fpirit at Nor- 
wich, they might afk what judgement he could thence form 
concerning other parts of the kingdom? But it happened, 
that his conviilion arofe not from knowledge of fo partial a 
fiature. He had feen fyinptoms of a difeontented fpirit, not 
at Norwich only, but at various other places; and when peo- 
ple of all deferiptions, from all parts of the kingdom. Teemed 
to. concur in feeling the fame fp^ies of alann, hbwtver falfii 
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particular rumours might be, fuch terror could not be totally 
unfounded; there could not cxift fo much fmokc without fire! 
One of the charges, Mr. Windham obferved, that had been 
brought forward againft* Government on the prefent occafion 
was, that they had for a long time meant to carry on.a war 
againf^ France and therefore had created the prefent alarm : 
but to that charge, no other anfwer appeared neceflary than a 
reference to dates. The alarm had cxilled in November lad, 
and Government did not take their fird mcafiircs till Decem- 
ber. That alarm had called forth the difierent loyaV afTooia- 
tions which had been fo much mifrepiefented, but which liad 
merited the highelt praife; and none more fo than that which 
had been fo calnmniattcl, of the Crown and Anchor^, an Af- 
fociation, that had adiially been the means of faving this 
country. When the honourable gentleman wondered that he 
who had been in the habits of aiding with oppf)iition fhould at 
prefent aft with Adtninirtration, he hoped that the circiini- 
ftance of his having long reprefented the Itate of the country to 
Adminiftiation, and now fupporltd them in their meafurcs, 
taken for its fafety, would be confidered as an evidence of his 
finccrityon the fiibjcft. The honourable gentleman had de- 
clared that the more uniform andunivcrfal that fear might have 
been, the more doubt ought there to be of the exiftence of real 
danger: but this was a new theory^ audio his mind it appear- 
ed more an univerfality of fear, than any principle of panic 
svhich that honourable gentleman could have difeovered. There 
was not a writer on the fubjeft, who had not boafted that this 
was a new sera in the hiftory of mankind ; an xra when jight 
was more than ufually diffiifcd, and when public opinion w'as 
beginning to he heard, and could not be refilled. Other men 
might form a far different judgement ; they might declare that 
the engine of thefe irrefidible efforts was* not that of public 
opinion^ but that it was the engine of the prefs, fet to work 
by every poflible art, and addretfed to the palli^ns of men, 
who were incapable of being actuated by an appeal to their 
reafon. When thefe means had already overturned the Go- 
vernment of a neighbouring country from its bafe, ought we 
not to guard from fuch fatal effefts? It had been faid by the 
agents of Mr. Paine, that .the principles which would produce 
lliG fame event in this country were operating with the fileiicc 
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and rapidity of thought. He firmly believed it: the faft was, 
fomc time fince, to be afccrtained from the general opinions 
of the people ; from the fears of thofe who dreaded the event ; 
from the fanguine expedlatioiis of thofe who wifhed it. It 
had been the ruin of the Government of France, that they did 
not adopt and carry into practice timely meafiires 6 { preven- 
tion ; and fliould v^ e not take warning from the lamentable 
example ^ that unhappy country ? Who were the Governors 
of France at this moment ? People raifed from the lowed to. 
the higlTelt fiiiuitions, who domineered over the faired cities: 
and a change in the political fVitem of this country would throw 
power into the hands of charaf^ers fimilar to thofe in France 
who have followed the feries of reformers, too many to be 
enumerated. Was the probability of fuch an event no jud 
fubjeft of alarm and danger? The malTacres of the ad of 
September were faid to have been produced by a mere handful 
of men. If that were true, if lb fmall a number could 
accomplifli fo cxtenfive a mifehief in Paris, guarded by armed 
troops, could fuch a city as London efcape the blow? Mr. 
Windliam then Hated a report which he had heard, of clubs 
having been formed, to which thofe who were admitted re- 
ceived money for their attendance, and were told that their 
fcrvices would be wanted on fomc future occafion. Such a 
report might polfibly be untrue, but he had certainly heard it, 
and he had heard it from people not coimefted with each other. 
When it was ailertcd that fuch clubs met only for the purpofe 
nf parliamentary reform, and conduced themfelves in an or- 
derly manner, he thouglu that the.ground for alarm was greater i 
juft as he (hould have more reafun to fear an hoftile army on 
being told that it was well difciplined. It was curious that 
gentlemen fliould require proofs of fuch a fa£t as that of the 
opinion entertained throughout the kingdom. The unani- 
mous confenC of the Houfe of Commons, on meeting after 
the receft, was pretty good evidence of fuch a faft. As to his 
having canvalfcd for Governmenty he denied the aflertion; 
and he thought when mifreprefentations were fo much con- 
demned, that mifreprefentations of fuch a nature ought to 
hsivc been avoided. He had before faid, and again alTcrted, 
that there might exift critical circuhiftances of the count^’y,. in 
which to fupport Adaiinillratiou was tlte firft duty of, men of 
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ciillions ; and the only remedy pointed out by the leaders, was 
the dfcfperate extremity of creating a new organ, namely, a 
convention of Englifhmen; it being roundly aflerted, that 
Parliament itfclf was too corrupt to admit of any other re- 
fource. The Lord Mayor ftated, that thofc views appearing 
to him equally monftrous and incredible, he had given to them 
but little of his confidence, until he found, about the period 
when he took the Mayoralty Chair, that the information, 
which had been given to him fo early as the middle of Sep- 
tember, of an addrefs to the National Convention, from fc- 
yeralof thofe focieties, a mcafnre which he then difbelicved, 
was aftually prefented, and favourably received at the bar of 
that body of L^giflators ; he became from that moment pretty 
w:tll convinced of the authenticity and value of his communi- 
cations, and his LorcKhip put it fairly to the Houfe, to decide 
whether, under the circumftances ftated, he was not bound in 
duty to take every mearure which his prudence could fuggeft, 
both of precaution and prevention. And the Citizens of Lon- 
don. to their immortal honour, had ft) warmly feconded his 
cnaeavours, that thofe focieties were confide/ably checked; and 
they carried to the foot of the Throne, their loyal and grateful 
thanks to His Majefty, for hrs paternal care in aftembling his 
Parliament, and taking thofe wife and vigorous meafures 
which have promoted the peace of the capita^ and the happi- 
nefs and welfare of the country. The fteps in the mean time 
taken in the city, were neither harlh nor oppreffivc. The 
Magiftrates only informing the publicans to be on their guard 
againft the admiflion of bodies of men unknown to the neighs 
bourhood, becatife wherever fcditioUsaHemblics fliould be per- 
mitted, their licence could not be renewed; and in all the 
cafes of anonymous information, it was his (the Lord Mayor’s) 
conftant rule to aft upon them in no other way, than by fend- 
ing for the parties, ftating the circumftances:, hearing their 
anfwer, and then difmifling them with friendly’ and cogent 
advice. The Lord Mayor faid, that before he (at down, he 
would, with the indulgence of the Houfe, reply to the obfer- 
vationof the honourable gentleman on the fubjeft of a fix* 
pcHny fociety expelled from the King’s Arms in Comhill. — 
That foclety ufuaily 'confiiled of fix or feven hundred perfons^ 
wbo|itet weekly for the purpofe of difeufiing political fiibjeftst 
ji^ia dc^te nature. His Lordfiiip* profelfed 
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hiiTifelf a friend to the right of free debates as feme of the , 
cleared principles of the conditutlons and be therefore only 
applied himfelf to watch the abufc of that privilege ; and it 
fo happened, that infonnation was brought to him, which can 
be verified upon oath, if neceflary, that^oii the evening preced- 
ing the interniption alluded to, the Chairman publicly declar* 
ed, without any material oppofition, that he held republican 
principles; and afterdating to the company, details of riots' 
in fundry places, and particularly an attempt to plant the tree 
of libcrj^y in Dundee, he- added, that he lamented that we were 
net fa forward. Notwithdandmg this, his Lordlhip afled 
only in that bufmefslbn the general application of the Deputy 
Common Council, and other inhabitants of the Ward, and at 
the particular requed of the owner of the houfe, who honedly 
exprefled to him his drong diflikeof their late proceedings, and 
his determination to put a dop to them ; for which purpofe, 
he claimed the proteClion of the civil power. His Lordlhip 
fubmitted to the judgement of the Houfe, how far his conduA 
in that bufinefs was deferving of reprehenfion ; and concluded 
by giving his opinion that the motion of the honourable gen- 
tleman was not neceflary. 

Mr. FOX faid, that from the fpeech of his honourable 
friend behind him (Mr. Windham} at lead till towards the 
conclufion of it, he had hoped for a fpeedy determination" of 
the debate. He would' not fay, that he was not much intc- 
reded in the- fate of his honourable friend's motion, but his 
anxiety was greatly leflened, from the refleftion, that great 
part of its objedt had been already obtained ; for to havedrawn 
from his honourable friend (Mr. Windham,) now fo drenuous 
a fupportcr of,, and fo much in the confidence of, the Minider, 
a total difavowal of all thofc fuppofed pbts and infurredlions 
by which the late alarm had been excited, was undoubtedly a 
great point gained. That honourable friend of his had now 
cxprefsly acknowledged, that no infurredlions or plots, in the 
fenfe meant by his honourable friend (Mr. Sheridan) had ever 
cxided: but does this agree with what has beert held dUt by 
Miniders? No: plots and infurre&ions of different kinds 
and in different places, have^ been held forth ; a conlpiracy 
was even talked of for taking poffedion of the Tower, ai^ the 
time fpecified when it;was to have taken place. All this, 
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^oweveri is now given up. His honourable friend feems 
fpnd of reafoning altogether in general, and, in his fupport of 
the prefent Adminiftration, he has adopted the prudent plan of 
giving up both faft and argument ; for he could otherwife give 
them no confiftent fupport. He complain^ of being mifrepre-^ 
Tented when he is dated to have faid that he gave Minifters his 
fupport, becaufe he entertained a bad opinion of them ; but he 
did unquedionably fay, that his obligation to drengthen the 
Executive Government might become, on that account, the 
more binding. There feeined, therefore, little gremnd to 
complain of mifreprefentation. Is it, however, faiJ Mr. Fo:i^, 
or can it be deemeJ iinrcafonable, that the denial now given by 
the honourable gentleman, lhall be given formally by the 
Houfe, that they ihall give a vote of quiet to the minds of the 
people? This, the fortifications of the Tower, and oiher cir- 
cumdances calculated to imprefs the minds of the people with 
Jerious alarm, rendered the more indifpenfably requifite. Mr. 
Fox next adverted to what had been faid of the clubs at Cro- 
maV; and if his honourable friend (Mr. Windham) had been 
fo much mifinformed, as he had undoubtedly been, with rc- 
fpC(5l to wjiat happened in a village within two miles of his 
own houfe, he would have hoped it might have led him to be 
more jealous of the information he received as to other Clubs 
Sind Aflbeiations. Mr. Fox faid, that he and his friends were 
not obdinate infidels^ they defired only to be convinced, and 
would readily alter their opinion if ihey faw any reafonable 
evidence to induce them fo to do. As to what had been faid 
by his honourable friend, that no pretext had been held forth 
by‘ Miniders to judify the proclamations for calling out the* 
militia, and for the meeting of Parliament, but that they had 
fairly and didindly dated the fa6l; he mud beg leave to ob- 
ferve, that a true fail may frequently be ufed as a falfc pre- 
text ; and here, by the honourable gentleman’s own account 
of the n^atter, the infurredions fatisfied at mod but the letter 
of the law ; while a caufe totally different, and unconneded 
cither with thefe infurredions or with the purview of the 
pf Parliament, was recurred to in order to fatisfy the fpirit of 
the ad. 

A worthy Magidrate had dbfcrved, that the number of dif- 
fffeded had dccreafed in November but that they now jjn^ 
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crcafed ; was not a war the very means of procuring fuchii^ 
creafe? 

Mr. Fox now adverted to the proceedings of Mr. ReevesV 
AITociaiion in receiving add confidcring anonymous informa- 
tions, and tranfmitting them to Governmertt ; which he ^re- 
probated in the ftrongeft and mod emphatical terms, as dc- 
ftrndlivc both of the peace and charaSer of individuals, in all 
probability innocent, and totally fubverfive of every principle 
of liberty. With refpeft to the prefent circumftances of the 
connti^, Mr. Fox faid it was undoubtedly true that many of 
thofe friends whom he highly refpe£led, and with whom he 
had long been accudomed to think ahd ad, entertained a much 
greater degree of alarm than he did, and of coiirfe differed 
with him in fome degree as to the extent of thefupport which 
flionlJ be given at this time to the Executive Government.— 
They acted, he knew, on the mod honourable principles; 
and he had tlie fatisfadion alfo to know that that temporary 
difagreement in opinion on the prefent occafion, made no dif-. 
ference whatever in the great line of their political principles; 
in their diCapprobation both of the general fydemof the prefent 
adminidration, and of the way by which they came into office. 
He faid that the dired lie had now been given to the contents 
of many pamphlets equally dangerous with any of Paine’s 
books, pai ticularly one, called the Dream of an Englifhman, 
and others ; which had been indullrioufly circulated to fpread 
alarm and didrefs over the face of the country. Was it to be 
held a judifiable expedient of Government to tell the Public that 
treafons and confpiracies exided, and neither to profecute nor 
endeavour to difeover the confpirators and traitors? He and 
his friends might be fuppofed to fpeak as if they felt galled 
upon the fubjed. He owned he did fpeak with fome fuch 
feeling, becaufe he knew it had been confidently faid that let- 
ters had been written by him and his friends, to perfons in 
France, of -a dangerous tendency, and that it was only owing 
to the lenity of Miniders that they were jiot produced. If 
Miniders were in poffeffion of any fuch letters, he Challenged 
them to the proof. But he ihould be told it was an aukward 
thing to produce letters opened at the Pod Office. To that he 
Ihould anfwer, the aukwardnefs was in opening them at the 
foil Qjffice. It didj, however, fo happen, that for, he 
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lBeved». more than two years> he had not had occ^ion to write 
tt fingie letter to France, except one to an Engjilh friend (Lord 
^Xaudej^ale) when at Haris. Again he (hould be told, that he 
had feen Frenchmen in this country, that he had feen the French 
Minlfter. He hadTeeh Frenchmen here, and had feen the 
Erench jMiniftcr ; but he had yet to learn, that it was any 
crime for him or any gentleman to fee the Minifter fent to 
oiir Court from any country. He knew of no law by which 
Members of Parliament, like Senators of Venice, were pro- 
hibited from even converfing with the Minifters of ft)rcign 
States. Was it not a fituation of the country horrible to re- 
late, that men’s corrcfpondcncc and converfation were to be 
pried into with fuch inquifitorial jealoiify, as to make it dan- 
gerous for them to commit their thoughts to paper, or to con- 
verfe with a ftrangcr, but in prefence of a third perfon ? Let 
tfhe Houfe do away all thefc fufpicions and rutnoiirs by an ho- 
ned "inquiry, and reftore the Public to that freedom and confi- 
dence, both of writing and fpcech, which it was the pride of 
our Conditution to bedow% and which became the frank and 
opcii character of a free people. The* right honourable gentle- 
man had faid, that thefe plotters againd the Conditution were 
only quiQ like a. gang of huufe-breakers, who h:;d didurbed 
the family, watching for an opportunity to repeat the attempt : 
what would be the conduct of the right honourable gentleman 
if he were really alarmed by houfe-breakers r Would he make 
no inquiry to difeover the gang, ai^ thereby prevent them 
from repeating the attempt r Or would he adopt the fpirit of 
a bill once propofed in that Houfe, in ccnfequence of nume-^ 
rous Jburglartcs, of which Jews were fiifpeftcd to be the per- 
petrators? The tenor of this bill was, any Jew or fufpedled 
perfon that (hould i)c feen looking dowman area, (hould be found 
guilty, — Death. If the Houfe refufed to inquire into the 
grounds of the fufpicions to which they had given the fan^ion 
of {heir belief, they put every perfon upon whom fufpicion 
fell, into almod as bad a fituation as the fufpeded perfons 
under fuch a bill. A circumdance refpeding the fecedion 
of fome gentlemen from the Whig Club had been alluded to, 
which he tould have wi(hed h^ not teen mentioned in that 
plac^» The right honourable gentletnan faid he bad caavaifeil 
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for no perfons to join him in that feceflion ; but will' 
very mode in which he had done it a canvafs ? 

He ivas fare that the right honourable gentleman was bU ^lidr 
bccaufe he told him fo; he knew that he was the frieiidvof tfe 
right honourable gentleman — but had he no other pixx)fs;bift 
the circumftancejuft mentioned, and the publication conneSed- 
with it, he (hould not be fo prefumptuous as to hope that any 
friehdfhip exifled between them« Hb right honourable friend^ 
whom he never fufpecled of intending to fupport Adzniiitflni- 
tion in any other mode than that which he profefled, was per« 
haps raifing a fort of independent corps ; and fome might per- 
haps be induced tP join it, preferring that mode of quitting 
their old friends to a more open defertion. But his right ho- 
nourable friend would recolleft that thefe independent com- 
panies, when once raifed, were always incorporated with the 
regular battalions. The operation of fear was not eafily cal- 
culated, when they faw already that it had made a Chancellor. 
To his right honourable friend it had produced only reputation. 
He was now extolled as one of the very brft men in the coun- 
try, not for thofe virtues and abilities that well entitled him to 
the rank, but for his quick fenfe of alarm, and his perfeverance 
in difmay. When fear could thus confer both prbfi^ and re- 
putation, there was no faying to what man might afpireby this 
glorious kind of magnanimous timidity. He concluded with 
declaring that he was dill incredulous, and ihould vote for 
inquiry, which was never more neceflary than when the fitua- 
tien of the country was apprehended to be dangerous. 

Mr. WINDHAM, in explanation, faid, he had dated that 
infurredlions, howcvei^they might judify thecondu£l of Minif- 
ters, were not the ground of his opinions^ or of his conduft, 
but the general date of the country. With rcfpcdl to the 
conduft of a gentleman not a Member of the Hou(^ (Mr. 
Reeves) he had praifed only in general terms, his giving birth 
to the Adbciatibns which had done fo much good. With tte 
mod^ of receiving anonymous information, he was not ac- 
quainted, he had not commended it, and he was not prepared 
to condemn it. He begged to be underdood as giving no 
opinion upon it ; if in any proceeding which he had thou^t it 
1iis*duty to adopt, there was an air of hodility to his rigln ho- 
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^Rourable frieiid, there was no man that lamented it more l^n* 
Cerely than himfelf* 

Mr* JBURKE faid, that as they were divided \nto the alarm- 
ed and the alarmifts, it was a great addition to his alarm» to 
hear a great Stateftnan advance principles^ which our Govern- 
inent» and every rational fociety, totally difclaimed. The 
right honourable gentleman had faid, in fubdance, that if a do- 
mcftic failion was combined with a foreign enemy, we muft 
not declare war againft the foreign enemy, for fear of ftrength- 
ening the domeftic faftion. Very differently had our anceftors 
thought and afied at the Revolution, in the reign of QlJeen 
Anne^ of George I. and George II. ; at each of thefe periods 
there were many perfons at home diflatisfied with the Govern- 
ment, but that did not deter Minifters from declaring war 
againft France. To be deterred by any fuch motive, would 
be to declare fa^lion triumphant. To the reverfeof fuch po- 
licy was it owing that wc had been able to preferve our Mo- 
narchy, our Peers, and our Commons. Were wc to wait till 
France could turn againft us the force of the countries flie had 
conquered and pillaged, for that vyas her mode of making war ; 
till Dumouricr had plundered the bank of Amfterdam, fo in- 
timiitely cpnnefted with the bank of England, that they might 
be faid to be the fame ? The honourable gentleman had opened 
his motion with his ufual in a ftllc of gaiety which, in 

another perfon, might have been thought to favour of malig- 
nity ; but his arguments were not very conclufive. If it was 
fajd that the Minifters had excited a falfe alarm, from their 
terrors of a parliamentary -reform, ^it might be afked whence 
came thpfc terrors ? Neither the honourable mover, nor his 
honourable friend near him (Mr. Grey) though they were al- 
ways talking of reform, had ever made any motion on the fub- 
jeft. The right honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox) had always 
declared, that he had never feen any plan of reform of which 
he thought fo well as to propofe it to the Houfe, and it was 
not very candid in any man, who faw it in that point of view, 
to be goading others to undertake it. The Minifter had done 
more on the fubjedl than any man in the Houfe, more than he 
thought it wife for any man to*do. He had twice moved it in 
Parliament, and once got it recommended from the Throne ^ 
the latter a meafure of w^hich be moft pointedly difapproved, at. 
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tending to make the people believe that they were not properly 
reprefented. He had heard many motions for thcfe reforms, 
and had always oppofed, but never dreaded them, while pre- 
vious Heps were not taken to infulle into the people diftruft aiid 
contempt of their reprcfentatives* Whether fomething might 
not be done to corred unimportant defecls here or there, be 
neither knew nor cared, while the general fyftem*was pre- 
ferved entire ; and to that he feared no danger from fober dif* 
cuflion in that Houfe, independent of fa<^ious combinations 
abroad. The war gave no folid increafe of power to the Mi- 
niiter. By it he hazarded much more than he could gain. — 
He rifked that which was the bafis of his popularity, his fyftem 
of finance \ and confequently had no motives of perfonal inte- 
reft for doing that late which he ought to have done early.— 
The viftorious enemy whom we had to engage, and forry he 
was to fay that they were viftorious, had long been conneiled 
with a fa£lion at home, whofe obje£l was to force us into an 
alliance with the French, for the purpofe of jointly propagat- 
ing their mifehievous principles. To prove this, he read 
trads from the ^orrcfpondence of the Revolution Society in 
1791 with 27 Jacobin Societies in France, and the names of 
the Members of the Committee of Correfpondence for that 
year, to (hew that they were not men of mean (lation or incon- 
fiderablc influence. To the fentiments contained in this cor- 
refpondence, all adverfe to the Conflitution, two perfons, not 
Members of the Society, had put their names in teflimony of 
approbation. Thefe were Mr. Paine and Dr. Prieftley — tlie 
former now a Member of the French Convention, and the 
latter, whofe great fervices to philofophy, politics, ahd reli- 
gion had not been fufficiently rewarded in this country, was 
honoured with the citizcnfliip of France, becaufe he" declared 
hoftility to the Conftitution of England. When he knew that 
this had been going on for four years, was his alarm to be call- 
ed a vain alarm ? On the i8th of November, a fet of Englifli- 
men at Paris prefented an addrefs to the Convention, implor- 
ing their good offices in new modelling the Britifh Conftitu- 
tion ; and on the next day was paiTed the famous decree for 
encouraging rebellion in every country. . Another Society had 
made a donation for carrying on the crufade of French liberty, 
which the Convention was gracioufly pleafed to accept, and 
VoL. XXXV. F 
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promife in return aid and proteAion to its new fubjcfts. He 
begged to difclaim fuch prote£lion. He would not have Du- 
raourier, powerful as he thought him, to protcdl the Britifli 
Conftitution* , He would truft rather to our own Minifters, 
were his opinion of them ten times worfc than it was. Meflrs* 
Cooper and Watt had prefentcd an addrefs, and carried the 
Britilh colours in a proccflion, and on what occafion — the 
moft infamous that ever difgraced the name of Government. 
A fcl of foldiers had been tried by a court martial, and con- 
demned to the gallics. Tliefc were fit men for the republicans 
of Paris. They might be iifcfu! — though bad foldiers^ they 
might be good murderers. They were rcleufcd in contempt of 
the AlTembly then fitting, brought to Paris, and paraded in 
triumph through the hall. On this cleteftable occafion, Mr. 
Cooperand Mr. Watt carried the Britifli colours. They were 
locked in the fraternizing embrace — they received the frater- 
nizing kifs. They went from the Hall of the Aircmbly to the 
Hall of the Jacobins, where they kifled the bloody cheek of 
Marat, the iron cheek of Pluto inftead of Proferpine. 

What ardent tranfports thro' their bofoms ran, 

Clafp’d in th’ embraces of the godlike Man ! 

At Mancheftcr a fubfcription was opened for the widows of 
the Marfeillois who fell on the loth of Auguft. The maflacre 
of the toth of Auguft was never called by its proper name ; 
the murders committed on that day, which murdered the Con- 
ftitutioii, were not murders, but afls of national juftice, of 
which all w^ere emulous to (hare the glory. When Brlilut, 
Petion, and their party, had murdered or filled the prifons with 
their opponents, and obtained powers for them felves, they be- 
came all of a fiidden great lovers of order; but when another 
party that wiiflied to fupplant them murdered tliefe very prifon- 
ers., which they were fufFered 10 do unoppofed, and were pre- 
paring to remove the new men in power, as tlicy had removed 
their prcdcceflTors, then, and not till then, they exclaimed 
againft the malFacre of September as a thing totally different 
from ilie malFacre of Auguft, and in which the nation had no 
part. What was murder in one month was not murder in 
another — they reminded him of the diredlions in old alma- 
liacks — in fuch a month let blood— in fuch another take cool- 
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ing phyfic. But the people were not quite fo nice in their diC- 
tlnaions as the Convention. When the latter ordered that the 
murderers of September fliould be profecuted, the forty-eight 
fedlions came with an addrefs, and faid thefc murders were 
our aft; they too were national murders ; we were all engaged 
in them ; will you profecute eight hundred thoufand people? 
They did not aferibe thefc murders to the Invafion of the Au- 
ih ian and PniflTian armies, an excufe firft invented for them in 
that y[oufe; they faid, tiiat the perfons murdered were Arifto- 
crats, who^had contrived to get thcmfclves crowded into all 
the prifons, from which, as fo many forts, they might fally 
forth on the Jacobins, the firft convenient opportunity. What 
would the honourable gentleman, whow'as fuch a critic in plots^ 
fay to ft) well-devlfcd a plot as this r Mr. Burke dwelt upon 
this topic for a confidcrable time, enumerating the priefts and 
the women that were murdered — among thefc was the Princefs 
of Lamballe. It happened that her head was cut off, and it 
happened, that next day M. Egalite got her jointure. 

Mr. FOX, by fome gefture, exprefled his dilbelief of this. 

Mr. BURKE haftily alkcd if it was untrue? 

Mr. FOX faid, certainly ; but not more untrue than much 
of wlut he had Hated bcfides, 

Mr. BURKE faid, he Hated nothing but on accurate inquiry, 
and with the proofs ip his poifcHion ; and any man that faid his 
afleriions were untrue, without confuting them, and {hewing 
how they were fo, was a calumniator. 

Mr. FOX called to order, and faid, if the right honourable 
gentleman meant to affront him perfonally, he fliould do that^ 
elfcwherc. With refpeft to his afffrtions, fix of them had 
been confuted in one day. 

Mr. BURKE was again going on with the fame fubjeft^ 

I'lie SPEAKER I'eminded him that it had no relation to the 
<qucHion befo/e the Houfe. 

Mr. BURKE faid, the fubjeft was Aot introduced into the 
debate by him. He could not bear patiently attempts to per- 
vert the Englilh charaftcr by apologies for murders. A newf- 
paper, the Morning Chronicle, in the month of November, 
'attempted to apologize for thofe murders, as afts of fubltantial 
juflice, though {hocking to humanity— . 
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Mr. Burke purfued his fubjeA in the way of quedion \o 
Mr. Fox, and being again called to order, adverted to Mr, 
Sheridan*^ charge of bad taftc for introducing the trick of a dag^ 
gcr on a former debate ; whofe manner, he faid, feemed ra- 
ther to be borrowed from his new copncdlions, than to be the 
natural growth of his old principles. He read a long letter 
from a manufafturer at Birmingham, giving an aecount oi' 
the order given by Dr. Maxwell for making daggers there, 
and faid, the only error he had committed in mentioning the 
bufinefs before, was in ftating that 3000 were ordered, and 
72 made; whereas in faft 10,000 w^re ordered, and 4000 
made. He remarked on fome publication by a Mr. Ofwald, 
now in Paris, who exprclfed his hopes that all Government hy 
teprefentation would foon be at an end, and that France would 
be freed from their iron yoke of property. This was now in 
agitation all over France. The old proprietors were pretty 
well got rid of by murder or confifeation. Tliofe who had 
ihared in the plunder were endeavouring to make a (land, but 
they would foon be overpowered. The fovereignty of the 
people was the mod falfe, wicked, and mifchievoiis dodrinc 
that ever could be preached to them. It was falfe, becaiifc 
they had no means of exciclfing their fofcrelgnty ; and why 
was it broached? Under a dclufion to drip them of their na- 
tural guardians, to kill the fhepherd and his dogs, and make 
way for the wolves. If the majority of the Public was to be 
taken not by weight, but by talc, the moft ignorant w'ould 
cleft, and none but the crafty and the wicked would be deded. 
It was faid to be dangerous to intrcxluce an oppofiiion of iiue- 
refl between the rich and the poor: was not this very oppofi- 
tion now the queftion all over France and Flanders? The 
right honourable gentleman who warned the Houfe of this 
fl^^ngcr, faid, the man who pofTeffed no property had as much 
in the Conftitiition, and good order of fociety, as the 
man who did. True, an intcreft vifiblc to every we!l-infarm<i! 
cd man, but by no means fo to the ignorant. The moment 
that equality and thie fovereignty of the people was adopted as 
th^ rule of Government, property would be at an end, and rc* 
Jigion, moyali.ty and law, which grew out of property, would' 
fall with it. The right honourable gentleman talked of defer- 
tions from the party of which he was the leader, from wearinefa 
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of travelling fo long in the barren irzEt of oppofidon. The 
deferts of Arabia had no charms for thefe deferters : but per- 
haps, if a Caravan travelling through thefe deferts ihould find 
that their leader, from paffion or obfiinacy, had wandered 
from the right road, and that by following him they were ia 
danger of being attacked by fome plundering Sheik, they might 
be allowed to think a little of their own fafety, and to take 
meafures for fecuring it, independent of the Caravan Balhaw. 
He could fay for himfelf that he had deferted no party, and 
that of thofe with whom he had been accufiomed to a^ there 
was not one that differed from him in opinion on the prefent 
ftate of affairs, or difapproved of a finglc vote he had given in 
the courfe of the prefent feflion. Thofe who had incidentally 
joined that party by the way had no claim upon him. He had 
a high opinion of the right honourable gentleman’s abilities, 
but he could not fubmit his judgement implicitly to the abilU 
ties of any man. The right honourable gentleman had learn- 
ed from Dr. Price that Kings might be cafhiered, but feemed 
fo forget that the leaders of parties could do wrong. Yet if 
the leader fhould feem to confider the party as made only for 
him, inilead of confidering himfelf as but a part of it i if he 
(hould adopt a line of condud without confent or confultation; 
if he ihould make fpeeches and motions, as if he meant to fay^ 
you dillike what I did to day, I will do more to-morrow ; if 
you difapprove of what I do lo-morrow, worfe awaits you for 
the day after that ; it might then be fuppofed that the party 
was at liberty to leave him. Mr. Burke purfued this allufion 
to confiderable length, tending to convey an idea that Mr* 
Fox had a£led during the prefent feflion without confulting 
with his friends. Fears, the right honourable gentleman faid, 
had made a Chancellor. In times of difficulty and danger, 
thofe who faw the danger were meritorious in accepting offices 
of truft and rcfponfibility. In fuch times every facrifice to the 
public good muft be made by every good citizen. The right 
honourable gentleman himfelf had facrificed no intereft to the 
value of a cat’s whilker. He was only facrificing to the vileft 
idol that ever was fet up. He concluded with difeufling the 
difference between party and fa^ion, and exprefling his entire 
difapprobation of the matiout 
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Mr. FOX faid, that with rcfpcdl to his conduit on the open- 
ing of the fcffion, the right honourabtc gentleman was totally 
mifinformedi and totally miftaken. Mr. Burke faid a few 
words in feply, and Mr. Fox repeated what he had faid be- 
fore. 

Colonel MACLEOD faid, the right honourable gentleman 
had ventured to renew one of the moft unconftitiitional propo- 
fitions he had ever laid down, viz. that the living mafs^of hu- 
manity did not enter into the conftitution. With refpeit to 
the infurrcilions in Scotland, which had been much relied upon 
there, he quoted a recorded fpeech by the Preiident of the 
Court of Seflion, expreffing the furprife and concern of the 
Court, on being informed of thefe infiirreilions by the King’s 
Proclamation, and the debates in Parliament. Thus thefe in- 
furreilions, which had been ftatecl as the caufe of the late ex- 
traordinary meafures, were totally unknown to the fifteen 
Judges of Scotland, who refidcd in or near the places which 
were the feeneof the infurredions, till fignified to them by the 
Proclamation, which they could not believe, till confirmed by 
the debates in Parliament. 

Mr. SHERIDAN rofe to make a fliort general reply, He 
expreifed his furprife at the manner in which Mr. Burke had 
talked of thd condud of parties, who had long fince dated that 
he was unconneded with any party ; who had boaded that he 
ftood alone; who had gone from the living Whigs to the dead, 
znd whom having never accufed of quitting the camp as a de- 
ferter, he never fufpeded of returning to it as a fpy. He had 
borrowed no manner of debate from ne;w connedions, having 
never once departed from his original connedions and prin- 
ciples — condud which fome gentlemen might not be very wil- 
ling to hear dated, nor think entitled to any merit. 

The SPEAKER reminded Mr. Sheridan, that the InduU 
gcnce of the Houfe entitled him only to reply to points imme- 
diately applicable to the motion. 

Mr. SHERipAN faid, the gentlemen who oppofed it, 
had faidfo little that was applicable, and that little tending ra- 
jther to confirm, than refute the propriety of it, that he had 
nothing to reply to. With refped to any harlhnefs of expref- 
. fion imputed to him, no affedation of candour (hould ever in^ 
ducjcliim to fpare thofe whofe condud feemed dudioufly calcu* 
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Uted to throw dlfcredit on the principles he maintained^ or the 
friends with whom he aded. 

Major MAITLAND faid, it was the duty of every Mem- 
ber to corrtft mifreprefentations of the conduft of perfonsnot 
Members of the Houfe. He had no perfonal acquaintance 
MUth Dr. Maxwell ; but he knew, from undoubted informa- 
tion, that the daggers ordered by him w^crc intended for no 
fuch purpofe as had been infinuated ; but as a weapon for horfe- 
men, armed with rifles. The fame conftruftion might, with 
equal plaiifibility, have been put upon the daggers of a com- 
pany of light horfe, armed in tlie fame manner in the Ame- 
rican war. 

The queftion was put, and the motion negatived, without 
a divifion. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Tuejd<i)'y ph March, 


The order of the day being read for going into a Committee 
of the whole Houfe, to confider of the Finances and Expen- 
diture of the Eaft-India Company, the Speaker left the chair, 
and Mr. Hobart took his feat at the table. 

Mr. Secretary DUND AS moved fcvcral rcfolutions, which 
were all agreed to, ncfit. con. 

The Houfe being refumed, the report was ordered to be re- 
ceived lo-morrow. 


Wednejday^ 6th March. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS acquainted the Houfe, that he had 
a melfagc from His Majefty to this Houfe, fignedby His Ma- 
jefty ; and he prefented the fame to the Houfe ; it was read by 
Mr. Speaker, and is as followeth, viz. 

GEORGE R. 

HIS Majcjly having judged it expedient to employ in the Jewice 
ef Great Britain ajfody of his chloral troops ^ for the purpofe of 
ajjijiing his allies the States General of the United Provinces, 
and of projecuting in the moji effe^ual manner the juft and necef- 
fary uOar in which His Majejly is engaged, His Majejly has di* 
reSfed an ejiimate to be laid before 4he Houfe of Commons of the 
charge attending the employment of the faid troops; and His Ma^ 
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jejfy relies en the zeal of his faithful Commons ^ that they will be 
ready to make the necejfary provijioft for maintaining the fame. 

G.R. 

Ordered, That His Majefty’s faid moft gracious meflagc be 
referred to the confidcration of the Committee of the whole 
Houfe, to whom it is referred to confider farther of the fupply 
granted to His Majefty. 

Thurjdayy 'Jth March. 

Mr, FOX prefented a petition from the inhabitants of the 
city and liberty of Weftminfter, fimilar to that already pre- 
fented by the citizens of London, praying that certain addi- 
tional duties laid on coals imported into London, in the 9th year 
of the reign of Q. Ann, may be taken off. Ordered to be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. HOBART brought up the report of the Committee 
on the affairs of India. 

The refolutions voted in the Committee having been read a 
firft time, and the queftion being put for the fecond reading, 

Mr. N. SMITH rofe, and combated at feme length the 
juftnefs of the ftatemeuts on which thefe refolutions were 
founded. 

This produced a converfation, in which Mr. Alderman Le 
Mefurier, Mr. R. Thornton, Mr. Hunter, and Mr. Dundas, 
(poke fliortly in fupport of the refolutions, maintaining that 
the fituation of the Ead-India Company was in fafl more fa- 
vourable, and its profits greater than appeared from the flatc- 
ment before the Houfe, which being made out at a time when 
a bargain with Government was in view, had rather diminifh- 
cd than exaggerated the Company’s profits. 

The fame fide of the queflion was taken up at greater length 
by 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT, who faid, that the honoorable AU 
dertnan (Le Mefurier) had fpoken fo much t6' the purpofe, that 
there was the lefs left for him to fay : he muft, however, ven- 
ture to make fome few remarks on the opinions of the honour- 
able Diredor (Mr. Nathaniel Smith) who had opened the de- 
bate. The honourable Dire^or profelTed to take the ground 
of paft experience ; and no man had a better right fo to do, as he 
had prefided fo long at the head of the Company’s affairs, as 
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Chairman, with much credit to himfislf, and advantage to tha 
Company. Mr. Scott alledged, that the Company’s affairs 
had been in a progreffive ftatc of profperity for fevcral years^ 
and that every year the profits of their commerce had increafed^ 
as alfo their reveftue. But Mr. Scott fald, he would firft meet 
the honourable gentleman oh his own ground — experience of 
the part. The flatement of the Company’s affairs, as fur- 
nifhed by the Court of Directors, and which was fo materially 
objefted to by the honourable Direftor, Mr. Scott infiffed, 
was taken exprefsiy from experience of the laft three years ; 
and the only objeftion which could be made to it was, its not 
making any allowance for the late meliorations in the com- 
merce, or incrcafe in the revenue: that in framing this ftate- 
ment, the Court had fuppofed themfelves as making the beft 
bargain they could between Government and their tonftituents, 
and upon that principle had computed the revenues at 2oo,oooL 
lefs than the real revenue : On their exports to India they had 
debited as lofs 50,000!. per annum, inllcad of taking credit for 
50,0001. ‘gain : their profits on the China exports, alfo, they 
had paiTed over unnoticed, of 50,000!. per annum; and in- 
ftead of giving credit for a profit on the expefted inveftment 
of 1,500,000!. from India, and which inveftment would annu- 
ally be increafed, they had only given credit on about one mil- 
lion; the difference on which article alone, from the average 
profit of three years, amounted to nearly 250,000!. per annum, 
Upon the whole, Mr. Scott faid, the Court had, with that 
becoming prudence and attention to the intereft of their con- 
ftitiients which marked their proceedings, under-rated the 
Company’s annual income at leaft 700,000!. He added^ that 
to the fubjeft of India affairs then before the Houf^, he had 
given unremitted attention for years paft ; and with that of 
commerce particularly, he had been intimately acquainted for 
the better part of his life: that he was fo clear of the Court’s 
ftatement proving to be as much within the mark as he aflert- 
ed (common. good management provided,) that if the eventual 
excefs was to be fold, he would with pleafurc agree to give 
500,000!. per annum for it; and, according to his mercantile 
ideas, he conceived no ftrongcr proof could'be given to the 
Houfe of his opinion. He begged that the Houfe would re- 
iQark the manner in which this ftatement, and all thefe accounts, 
Vol.XXKV. G 
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were authenticated. They were drawn out by the Officers of 
the India Houfei who, he would take upon him to fay, from 
bis own perfonal knowledge, were as able and as upright men 
as could be found in their line in the kingdom — drawn up un- 
der the infpeftion of the Direftors, amongft whom there cer- 
tainly were men of high ability and high integrity. From 
thence they were, after minute invcftigation, brought forward 
in the right honourable Secretary of State’s budget, into which 
they could never have found admittance had they been placed 
in too favourable a point of view. 

Mr. SCOTT apologifcd to the Houfe for having taken up 
fo much of their time at fo late an hour ; and declared he 
ihould not have intruded on the Houfe at all, if the obje&ions 
ftated by the honhurable Diredor had not llruck him with fuch 
furprife and regret, as called, from neceflity, for explanation 
from thofe acquainted with the fubjeft. 

The refolutions were then read a fccond time, and agreed to 
by the Houfe. 

Mr. DUNDAS gave notice, that he meant to bring for- 
ward two motions, the one refpefting the Government of In- 
dia, and the other with refpcA to the trade of India, and that 
he would bring forward the firft on Monday, and the other on 
Tuefday fe’nnight. The Houfe adjourned. 

, Friday y 8/A March. 

The order of the day being read, which was to call over the 
names of the Members who were abfent from the ballot for a 
Committee on the Shaftfbury elcdion, 

Mr. GRENVILLE moved, That the order of the Houfe 
of the 15th of February be read, which was done. This or- 
der was for taking defaulters in this cafe into the cuftody of 
the Serjeant at Arins. 

Lord KENSINGTON w’^as reported to be abfent without 
excufe. 

Mr. GRENVILLE difclaimed all perfonal confiderations 
or motives, and obferved, that the dignity of the Houfe, and 
the confiftency of its proceedin^^ required that its refolutiona 
and ks orders (lioold be fupported, he therefore thought it hia 
duty to move, That Lord Kenfington be taken into thecuftpdy 
of the Serjeant at Anna attending this Houfe. 
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Sir WATKIN LEWES faid a few words in favour of the 
noble Lord, on account of his age and infirmities^ and alfo 
becaufe he might have thought he (hould have been excufbd on 
this, as he had on a former occafion ; he trufted the Houfe 
would be plcafcd to receive the noble Lord’s apology. 

Captain BERKLEY faid the noble Lord was in the lobby a 
few minutes after the door of the Hou(e was locked for thebal* 
lot in queftion. 

Lord KENSINGTON made an apology for his abfcnce, 
and faid4ic came as foon as he was able. 

Mr. M. A. TAYLOR moved, that the noble Lord, under 
thefe circumllances, be excufed. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT fupported the motion. He was de- 
firous of fupporting the orders of the Houfe ; but, under all 
the circumftanees of the prefent cafe, he thought that a little 
more allowance might be made to perfonal infirmity, than to 
thofe in an active period of life. 

The queftion was put, and the noble Lord was excufed. 

The next defaulter was the right honourable Edmund Burke, 
who, on his name being called, apologifcd for giving offence 
to the Houfe; entered into a hiflory of the bill on which the 
prefent proceedings were grounded; obferved, that on the 
ground of age he could claim the fame indulgence as tlie noble 
Lord. He faid, it was by no means an intention to infult the 
Houfe, but a mere inadvertence that occafioned his default ; 
he was far from faying that fuch an anfwer was fufficient to 
entitle him to be excufed. He had much rather be under the 
feverity of the Houfe, than that a precedent (hould be eftab- 
lifhed, by which the authority of their proceedings (hould be 
lelTened. He therefore fubnritted entirely to the diferetion of 
the Houfe; he then, on intimation from the Chair, upon the 
point of regularity, retired. 

Mr. GRENVILLE propofed to accept of Mr. Burke’s 
apology. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT entered into the queftion at confide- 
rabic length, and faid that the right honourable gentleman, 
whofe cafe was now before them, might certainly plead hi$ 
age, but then they had the fatisfafiion to know, fortunately 
for his country, he had proved that he could ftill be adive for 
the fervicc of his country in that Houfe ; that he now united 
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the ftrength, vigour, and alacrity of youth, to the wifdom, 
experience, and maturity of age. He then faid, that, not- 
nvithftanding the exertions, punSuality, and diligence of the 
right honourable gentleman on other occafions, the Houfe, in 
fupport of its own dignity, muft confider him as a defaulter 
upon this, and therefore he was inclined not to receive any 
cxcufc. He moved, that the right honourable Edmund 
** Burke be taken into the cuftody of the Serjeant at Arms.*’ 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that the noble Lord, whofe apo * 
logy had been received, was exenfed on two diftinftpgroiinds. 
His age, and his being in the lobby at the time he was called. 
He was not excufed merely on account of his age. Now he 
wifted the Houfe to fee whether the principle would not apply 
to the cafe of the right honourable gentleman — he too was in 
the lobby. He thought that the Houfe, by the la(l cafe, had 
got themfelvcs into a fituation which called upon them to ex- 
cufe all thofe who were in the lobby at the fame time as the 
noble Lord. He made many other obfervaiions, and con- 
cluded wuth obferving, that as to the eulogium of Mr. Chan- 
cellor Pitt, he did not believe that the right honourable gen- 
tleman, whofe cafe was now before them, would much relifli 
the idea of being complimented into the cultody of the Serjeant 
at Artns. / 

Mr. WILBRAHAM moved, that Mr. Burke be excufed. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT pcrfiftcd in the fentiments which he 
had already cxprcHed. 

Mr. Drake and Mr. Courtenay were in favour of the ex- 
cufe. 

The Houfe divided ; 

' For the excufe, 140 ; againft it, 60. 

Captain BERKLEY was reported as a defaulter. 

The Houfe divided ; 

Againft his excufe, 95 ; for it, 68. 

Sir William Young and Mr. Clement T?*ylor were alfo re- 
pr lied defaulters without excufe. Captain Berkley, Mr. 
Clement Taylor, and Sir William Young, were therefore ta- 
ken into the cuftody of the Serjeant at Arms ; who having re- 
ported that they were in his 'cuftody, 

The SPEAKER faid it was then competent to any Member 
to make a motion on the cafe of either of them. 
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Mr. SHERIDAN moved, ‘‘ That Captain Berkley, now 
in cuftody for negleding to attend his duty in Parliament, 
^ be difeharged at the rifmg of this Houfe this day, paying 
his fees.’* Ordered nm. con. 

The other two were difeharged on fimilar motions frdm Mr. 
Sheridan. The Houfe adjourned. 


Monday^ \uh March. 


Mr. SHERIDAN informed the Houfe that he had received 
a gtpat number of petitions from the inhabitants of the Royal 
burghs of Scotland, which, by their defire, he meant then to 
prefent; the firft in order was fromGlafgow; to which, he 
faid, there were thirteen thoufand fubferibers: after having 
ftated that the prayer of the petitions was in general for a re* 
form in the internal Government, &c. of the burghs, he mov- 
ed for leave to.bring it up. Leave was accordingly given, and 
the petition was brought up and read at full length. On the 
motion of Mr. Sheridan, it was ordered that it (hould lie upon 
the table. 

Mr. Sheridan obferved, that he had thought it proper that 
this petition fliould be read at length, for the purpofe of fhew- 
ing the Houfe what was its real objeft and tendency ; but as 
the others were precifely to the fame effed, he Ihould defire 
no more for the prefent than that their titles Ihould be read. — 
The fecond petition w hich he delivered was from the burgh 
Lanark. It was received, and laid upon the table with the 
former. 

Mr. Sheridan here remarked that as thq delivering the re- 
maining petitions would take up much time, and the Houfe 
appeared to be impatient to hear Mr. Chancellor Pitt on the 
fubjedl of the Revenue and Ways and Means of the country, 
he would not deliver any more for the prefent, and the bufinefs 
of the budget Ihould not be impeded. 

Colonel MACLEOD faid, he had a petition to prefent 
from a place, which had been reprefented in the courfe of thd 
feffion as the theatre of confufion, fedition and diflpyalty ; he 
hoped how^ever that the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) 
would not objeft to its intrqjdudlion, though he had refufed the 
fanftion of His Majefty’s name to a petition from Shields, 
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which, * for want of fuch fan£lion> previoully given, the 
Houfe could not, confiftently with its forms, confent to admit). 

Mr. Chancellor PITT obfervcd, that after the very lingular 
dcfcription which the honourable gentleman had given of the 
fiate of (he place from whence the petition came, the Houfe, 
before it could refolve to receive it, would certainly expe£l; to 
hear what was the prayer of it. 

Colonel MACLEOD faid, the petition was from Dundee, 
and the prayer fimilar to that which had juft been prefented 
from Glafgow. o 

After this explanation, the petition was received, and laid 
upon the table with the two former. 

Mr* SHERIDAN begged leave to take that opportunity, 
there being then a full Houfe, to give notice, that he would 
on Monday fortnight make a motion founded on the fubjeft 
matter of the petitions from the Royal burghs of Scotland ; 
and he hoped, that a right honourable gentleman oppofite to 
him (Mr. Dundas) would in the interval ferioufly turn in his 
mind the claims of the petitioners, who were complaining of 
great abufes, which were allowed even by that right honour- 
able gentleman to exift, at leaft in part; for the Lord Advo- 
cate of Scotland had laft year moved for leave to bring in a bill, 
in which he was fupported by the right honourable gentleman, 
for the purpofe of removing an abufe, the exiftence of which 
was admitted, by both. Why the bill: had been fuffered to 
drop, he could not pretend to fay ; but this much he would fay, 
that the Houfe, by what it had already done in the bufinefs, 
was adually pledged to grant the petitioners relief, at leaft in 
that particular cafe. He knew that many perfons, who trem- 
^bled at the very idea of reform, would tell Iiim that this was 
not the proper time : in return, he would tell them, that a 
meafure could not be out of time which would remove com- 
plaints, put an end to divifions, and unite a whole people : 
fuch an union would be the more defirablc, as the country was 
then embarked in a war, and ftood in need of the united exer- 
tions of all its inhabitants. He trufted the right honourable 
gentleman would take fuch a part in this buiinefs, as would 
enable him to recover that populasity in Scotland, which fome 
people, wickedly no doubt, faid he had loft, though be him-, 
felf would have the world believe otherwife. 
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The Houfe having refolvcd itfelf into a CommUfee of Sup- 
ply, 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, It is impoflible, in the prefeni 
fitiiation of afFairs> not to look to the means of providing for 
thofe exigencies which muft arife, and of profecuting the ftrug- 
gle in which we are engaged with the utmoft vigouif. I have 
accordingly taken the earlieft opportunity which was afFonled 
me, of laying before you the expences of the prefent year, and 
the means and aids by which they are to be fupplied : but be- 
fore I proceed to this enumeration, I muft firft mention the 
leading objeft which has governed my mind upon this occa* 
fion, namely, the recolleftion of the unanimous opinion, with 
refpeft to the prefent ftruggle, which the Houfe have carried 
to the Throne, and piiblifhcd to the world; that they regarded 
it as a ftruggle for whatever was moft dear and facred, for 
the fecurity of the Throne, and the prcfer\^ation of the Con- 
ftitution ; and that they were prepared to profecute it with the 
greateft exertion, and a zeal proportioned to the importance of 
the objeAs of conteft. Fortified with theft confiderations, I 
am prepared for that talk which my duty on the prefent occa- 
fion requires me to undertake. What, in the firft place, is to 
be looked to, is the vigorous and effeftual profecunon of this 
war, in which we have every thing at ftake ; and it is by fuch 
a profecution of the war, that we fhall beft confult true pru- 
dence and rational occonomy. I do not wifh to conceal from 
the Houfe, and from the Public, that large preparations muft 
be made, and confiderable expences incurred. CEconomy to 
me feems in our prefent fituation to confift, not in limiting the 
extent of thefe expences, but, in controlling their application. 
In this point of view, I rely upon this Houfe for a liberal lup- 
ply, adequate to the exigency and importance of the crJfis. — 
There is another point which I wifh to inculcate ; that what- 
ever degree of jcxertion we may regard as neceflary, or may be 
difpofed to make, the Public ought not in any refpeft to be 
deluded and flattered — they ought to be made fenlibie of the 
full extent to which they may be liable to be called upon to de- 
fray the expences of the war. I will omit nothing on my part 
to bring forward annually the whole accounts. But, though 
in calculating the expences of a war, much may be done by 
eftimate, a great deal muft ftill depend on contingency. Un- 
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forefiten occurrences will continually arife, which will render 
additional expences neceflary. Taking then thefe occurrences 
into viewy it is proper to allow confiderable latitude for the 
expences that may be incurred. It is part of my plan to allow 
a confiderable fum for thefe extraordinary emergencies, fo as 
to make a full provifion for every part of the expence. But 
there is another obje£l to^be attended to, whatever degree of 
exertion may be made in the prefent conteft, which involves the 
deareft and mod facred objects. Still we mud not allovj( our- 
felves to negledl what likewife involves in it the permanent in- 
terefts of ourfelves and our pofterity. I not only mean dill to 
employ the annual million for the reduidion of the National debt, 
but likewife the fum of 200,000!. which was lad year under- 
dood to be fet apart for that purpofe, fo as to provide, even 
during the continuance of the war, for the lelfening of the debt 
by compound intered. I likewife mean to avoid another evil 
which has taken place in all former wars — the accumulation of 
an unfunded debt. I therefore intend to bring the unfunded 
debt every year to a didin£l account. In conformity with this 
principle, I lhall propofe the payment of the navy debt, in 
order to reduce it to the edablidiment mentioned by the Com- 
mittee in their report lad year. 1 (hall now proceed in the 
ufual way to date, fird, the total amount of the Supply, and 
the total amount of the Ways and Means, didinguilhing the 
•xceifes of the fervices, and of the refources. 

SUPPLY. 

NAVY. 

25,000 Seamen, including 
Marines, - £• 1,300,000 o o 

2o,oop ditto, - 1,040,000 ' 0 o 

Ordinary, 669,205 5 10 
Extraordi- 
nary, 387,710 00 ^ 

— ^ i>056,9I5 5 10 

Excefs of Navy Debt be- 
yond the Edimateof the 
Committee, - - 575,000 00 

3 » 97 *» 9 «S 5 .W 
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ARMY. 


Army, 

Hanoverians, 

Militia, 


2,573,187 18 O 
455>85i >4 8 
- 939.519 IS 7 


3,968,559 8 3 


V/KI. 

Ordinary, ^ 

Extraordi- V 502,686 13 5 
naries, J 

Additional 

Eftimatc, 281,079 18 8 


ORDNANCE. 


Cobb, at Lyme, 


Mifcellaneous Services, 


783,766 12 1 
9,802 4 o 


— 793.568 16 I 

£■ 8,734.043 10 2 
175,844 II 2i 


DEFICIENCY OF GRANTS. 


Arifing from Intcreft on Exchequer Bills, 'j 

Lottery, - - - - V 222,325 2 4 

Deficiency of Ways and Means, - J 

Deficiency of Land and Malt, - - 350,000 o o 

To be made annually to the Sinking Fund, 200,000 o o 


’ j. 222, 


With regard to the firft article, the total amount of the ex- 
pence of the navy, for which there have been already voted 
45,000 feamen, I would by no means have it underftood that 
thefe are the whole number which may be neceflary to be em- 
ployed. Thefe fums however conftitute the whole of the fup- 
ply in the ordinary mode of the cftimaie; to which is to be 
added, fuch a fum as the Committee may think proper to al- 
low for the latitude of unforefeen and unavoidable expence. I 
have before mentioned the extraordinary charges which may 
hp expefled to I have juft now Itated the poflibility of 

fome exceeding with regard to feamen. If the fituation of 
this country lead us, as I hope it 'will, to take an efficient part 
along with our numerous allies, in carrying on offendve ope* 
rations againft the enemy, a confiderable incroafe of cxpence 
inoqr military eftablifliment will be neceffary, Hitherto, we 
have hired none but the Hanoverian troops ; but, in this cafe, 
\ql. XXXIV. H 
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wc may have occafion to employ a confidcrablc body of other 
foreign troops, in order to prefs on all fides the common ene- 
my. Some additional expence will be incurred by domeftic 
encampments. An increafe will alfo accrue in the fum al- 
lowed to the Loyalifts, fome of whom have been fent to Ca- 
nada. A lofs may perhaps accrue in the lottery, on account 
of certain regulations which it has been found ncceffary to 
make. It is, therefore, my opinion, that a confidcrable fum 
Ihould be fet apart to enable His Majefty to provide for the un- 
cxpedled occurrences of a war, and defray its exigencies as 
they arife. So many are the contingencies of a war, that, 
whatever fum may be voted for this purpofe, I will not pledge 
myfcif for its fufEciency. In other wars, let it be recollcfted, 
that, after the fums allotted for them had been expended, very 
confiderable debts were brought forward to be defrayed at a fu- 
ture period. After endeavouring to take every thing into the 
account, and to calculate as exaftly as I can, I will not pre- 
tend to ftate the precife fum; but I would not propofc lefsthau 
a million and a half Ihould be given to His Majefty with a 
view to contingencies. The mode of giving it, 1 would fug- 
geft to be by Exchequer bills upon a vote of credit ; but as I 
do not wifti the number of Exchequer bills in circulation to be 
increafed, I would likevvife propofc to pay off a million and a 
half of thofe which arc now in circulation. The total of thefc 
fums amount to 11,182,213!. 3s. Sfd. 

I now come to ftate the means with which we are furnifticd, 
and to fuggeft the aids which may yet be wanting to defray this 
cxpence. 

WAYS AND MEANS. 

Land Tax, - £, 200,000 

Malt - - - - 750,000 

Surplus of Confolidated Fund on 5lh Jan. 1793 435*1696 

Surplus of Confolidated Fund on April 5, 1794, viz. 

Expefted Surplus on 5th April, 1793, £. 274,000 

Expedled Surplus of the 4 Quarters to 
5th April, i794> ellimated on the 4 
years average as below, after dedudf-^ 
ing 220, cool . for Duties to be ap* 
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Si 


propriatcd to pay the Intcreft of Mo- 
ney to be borrowed - *2,185,000 

Impreft Monies to be repaid - 250,000 

Money to be paid by the E. India Comp. 500,000 

3,209,000 

Money from the Commiflioners for the National 


* Year ending January 


1790, Total Amount of 
• Taxes 

Dedud Land & Malt 

iS,99i,oro 

2,558,000 

1791, Total Amt. of Taxes 
Dedud Land & Malt 

■— 13 > 433)003 

16,437,000 

2,558,000 

1792, Total Amt. of Taxes 
Dedud Land & Malt 

13,879,000 

16,730,000 

2,558,000 

14,172,000 

1793, Total Amt. of Taxes § 16,970,000 

Dedu<lt Land & Malt 2,558,000 


14,412,000 

Deduft on acet, of repeal- 
ed Taxes in three years 

Ditto in 1792-3 

£. 55,896,000 

669,000 

90,000 

759.000 

Add I -6th of a 53d Week 

£■ S5.»37.ooo 

Average, £, 13,784,000^ 
32,000" 

Deduct, permanent Charges 

£. 13,816,000 

on Con- 


folidated Fund - - 11,391,000 

And foi'Intereil on Money to be raifed 240,000 

11,631,000 


£. 2,185,000 


§ Total Amount of Taxes - 15,116,000 

Land & Malt ^ - - 2,5 $8,000 


£. 17,674,000 

Deduct, Total Amount of New 

Taxes in 1793 “ 832,760 

From which is to be abated ^Old 
Stamp Duties - * 128,600 * 

— 704,000 


H a 


16,970,000 



52 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

Debt, including the annual Contribution of 
aoojoool. - > - t 1,650,000 

Continuation of temporary Taxes - 255,000 

;^. 8 , 299,696 


That part of the ftatcment, which relates to the furplus of 
the Confolidated Fund, on the 5th of January lafl, I truft 
will afford much fatisfaftion. Gentlemen will recolledt that 
the cxpcnces of 1792 were to be defrayed by the amount of the 
revenue to the 5th of April, 1793; but it happens that the 
cxpcnces were not only defrayed on the 5th of January 1793* 
but a furplus actually remained ; confequently the produce of 
the quarter ending on the 5th of yXpril, is applicable to the exi- 
gencies of the prefent year ; of the produce of this quarter 
435,oool. have been already voted. Suppofing it to be as fa- 
vourable as it has been in former years, 274,000!. will remain 
of this quarter, in addition to the 435,000!. of which the na- 
tion will have to avail itfelf. Still, however, I mean to carry 
on the year from the 5th April, 1793, to the 5th April, 1794. 
However fanguine in my own cxpedlations of the flourifhing 
ftate of the revenue, I have always wi filed to be moderate in 
my calculations ; therefore have, upon former occafions, as at 
prefent, taken it upon the average of the four lafl: years. It is 
my intention to continue thofe temporary taxes which were 
impofed upon occafion of the Spanifh armament, and which 
expire at different periods. They had been found to be at- 
tended with no particular inconvenience to the country, and 
would confequently be fubmitted to with lefs rcluftance than 
any frefh imports. Thefe amount to 255,000!. which fum I 
Ihoiild henceforth propofe to confider as part of the Supply. 
The aid which I have now to fuggeft is, what often has been 

f Monies to be received by the Commiflioners for Reduction 
of the National Debt in the Four Quarters to 5th January 

1794. 

Quarter ending 5th April 1793 £. 583,195 
5rh July 1793 • 361,489 

loth October 1793 349’ '^95 

Sth Jan. 1794 37 S ’703 


£. 1,650,000 
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looked upon as entirely chimerical, and has been treated, at 
beft, as precarious and uncertain ; namely, the afliftance to 
the finances of this country to be derived from thofe of India. 
This afliftancc my right honourable friend pledged himfelf for, 
when he could neither forefee the war which threatened the 
opulence of India, nor the prefent w'^ar which could render its 
rcfources defirable to this country. I am now happy to ftatc 
that the fulfilment of his promife has arrived, notwithftanding 
the diffioulties which feemed to bar its accompli fliment ; and 
that, in 1794, a fum of not Icfs than 500,000!. from the fi- 
nances of India, wdll be applicable to the expcnces of this 
country. My right honourable friend has not only ftated his 
propofitionsonthis fiibjecl diftindly, article by article, but piib- 
lilhcd them to the world ; and thus taken every method to in- 
vite difeuflion, and challenge contradiftion. The political 
and commercial arrangements of India are not yet before the 
Hoiifc; nor has any plan, wdth refpeft to them, been defini- 
tively fettled: but, whatever may be the plan adopted, I truft 
it will be one attended with no lefs advantage than that pro- 
pofed by my right honourable friend ; fo that, in any cafe, I may 
with confidence, promife the benefit w hich it has been ftated 
will refiilt from the alliftance of India. The wdiole make a 
total of 6,649,000!. fo that there remains 4,500,000!. to be 
provided for by other rcfources. Of this fum, there is 1,650,000 
in the hands of the Commiflioners of the National Debt, 
which they would readily fubferibe; and for the reft there will 
be wanting a loan of 2,900,000!. I have not made any pro- 
pofals concerning the terms of the loan, becaufe I confidered 
it, firft, as my duty to fubmit this ftatement to the Public, in 
order to avoid any thing which might have the appearance of 
deception. A fum of 240,000!. will be wanting to pay the 
intcreft of this loan, for which purpofe I mean to devote the 
taxes impofed upon occafion of the Spanifti armament. Thefc 
taxes were of two kinds, fomc of them temporary, and others 
perpetual. Of thefe, the additional tax on bills, and the game 
duty, amounted to 85,000!. The tax of one penny per gallon 
on all Briiiih fpirits, which furcly was, in itfclf,* a matter of 
projier Regulation, produced a fum of ii2,oool. Another of 
thefe vras the addition of ten per cent, upon all afTeflcd taxes, 
which amounted to about 90,000!. j making, upon the whole, 
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a fum of 287,0001. According to the prcfent price of (locks, 
and recent events arc not likely to diminifti their value'," I will 
now lay before the Committee a generalftatemcnt of the whole 
fubjedl, in one conne£led point of view : 

GENERAL STATEMENT. 

Amount of Supply £, 11,182,213 
Do. of Ways & Means 8,299,696 

2,882,517 

Add, Money from Commiffioners 1,650,000 

£• 4>53^>5*7 +,500,000 


4,500,000!. at 75 per cent, is equal to - 6,000,000 


6,ooo,oool. at 3 per cent, is c 

:qiial to 

£. 180,000 

To which add an additional i 

per cent. 

60,000 



£. 240,000 


1 

-Temporary 

10 per cent, on Afleflcd Taxes, 

90,000 1 

* Taxes to be 

Britifh Spirits - - - 

112,000] 

[continued. 

Bills and Receipts 

- 68,000 


Game Duty, - - - 

• 17,000 



£, 287,000 


This, I believe, is nearly the ftatement which I meant to 
fubmit to the Committee. You will have perceived that I 
have dated a large and ample provifion, in point of expence, 
with a view to an extended fcale of operations. You will al- 
jb perceive that I have made a large provifion for the extraor-'- 
dinary and unforefeen occurrences which may arife during the 
war ; while, at the fame time, I have attended to the objeft 
of keeping down the unfunded debt, and applying the annual 
furplus to the cxtindlion of the funded debt. The Committee 
will at lead fee that I have not negle&ed, however painful^ to 
domv uty. That I have prepared, decidedly, to meet events ; 
and let them know the extent of the operations with which 
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the prefcnt and future (late of the war may be attended; and 
though 1 (hould deem it prcfumptuous to fpeculate much about 
the events of a war which muft always be accompanied with 
fome degece of fufpence and uncertainty, I do not think it 
ijfclefs to fuggeft fome obfervations with refpedl to this war in 
which we are engaged. The excefs of the permanent revenue, 
if kept up, is no Icfs than 900,000!. above the peace eflablilh- 
ment ; which even, if deftroyed by war, will leave the country 
in polleffion of all its ordinary revenue. This 900,000!. I 
have not taken into my reafoning. I have taken care not to 
found any calculation upon it ; becaufe I was defirous to leave 
it as a fecurity againft thofe accidents and contingencies to 
which every war is liable. Nothing, certainly, is fo iinpof- 
fible, as to calculate, with any degree of certainty, upon the 
events of a war ; yet, if the fame good fortune which has at- 
tended us in the outfet, (hall continue to accompany us, we 
have every thing to hope, and little reafon to dread that our 
commerce will meet with much interruption ; in which cafe, 
our revenue could not fufFer. At the fame time, it has been 
my objeft to prepare you for finiftcr events, and to make pro- 
vifion againft every calamity that can po(fibly occur. The 
Committee will fee, from the ftatements which I ' have fub* 
mined to them, that even if the ftruggle in which we are en- 
gaged (hould laft beyond the prefent year, we (hall be able to 
carry it on during the next, without any additional burden.— 

I am not defirous to draw a fanguine picture. 1 was careful 
to ftate none of thefe encouragements to a war in any of the 
previous difeuffions. I confidered that we ought then to de- 
termine folely on the merits of the cafe ; and that, if we con- 
fidered a war as neceflary, we were bound to meet it, even to 
its utmoft extent. There is no part which w^e ought not to be 
prepared to facrifice for the prefervation of the whole. This 
is a war in which, not merely adopting empty profeftions, but 
fpeaking the langua*ge of Our hearts, and fulfilling the impref- 
fions of our duty, we arc ready to facrifice our lives and for- 
tunes for the fafety of the country, the fecurity of Europe, and 
in the caufc of juftice, humanity and religion.^ I will not do 
fuch injuftice to any one as to fuppofe, that in fuch a caufe, 
they* arc not ready to go the greateft length, and to make every 
facrifice that may be required. 1 will here barely touch upon 
Z 
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the contraft which the prefent fituation of the country offers 
to the flourifhing ftate during the hft feflion with regard to 
revenue. That contraft no man feels more feverely than I 
do. No mart can more deeply regret any interruption to the 
profperous ftate of the revenue, the objeft of my moft anxi- 
ous attention and my moft favourite wiflies ; but if they con- 
fider the fituation of the neighbouring and hoftile ftate with 
refpeft to revenue, they have no reafon to defpond. Inftead 
of giving way to feelings of ufelefs regret upon that ojccafion, 
I truft you are influenced by far different fentiments. Many 
arc the motives which have induced us to enter into a war.— 
I have heard of w'ars of honour ; and fuch, too, have been 
deemed wars of prudence and policy. On the prefent occa- 
fion, whatever could raife the feelings, or animate the exer- 
tions of a [people, concurred to promp them to the war. — 
The contempt which the French had flicwn for a neutrality, 
on our part moft ftriftly obferved ; the violations of their fo- 
lemn and plighted faith ; their prefumptuous attempts to in- 
terfere in the Government of this country, and to arm our 
fubjedls againft ourfelves; to villify a monarch, the object of 
our gratitude, reverence and affedion ; and to feparatc the 
Court from the people, by reprefenting them as influenced 
by different motives, and adling from different interefts.— 
After provocations fo wanton, fo often repeated, and fo 
highly aggravated, does not this become, on our part, a war 
of honour ; a war neceffary to aflert the fpirit of the nation 
and the dignity of the Britifli name? I have heard of wars 
undertaken for the general fecuriiy of Europe: was it ever fa 
threatened as by the progrefs of the French arms, and the 
lyftem of ambition and aggrandizement which they have dif- 
covered ? I have heard of wars for the defence of ^the Protef- 
tant religion: our enemies, in this inftaiice, are equally the 
enemies of all religion— of Lutheranifm, of Calvinifm i and 
defirous to propagate, every where, by the force of their 
arms, that fyftem of infidelity which they avow in their prin- 
ciples. I have heard of wars undertaken in defence of the 
lawful fucceffion ; but now we fight in defence of our here- 
ditary monarchy. We are at war with thofe who would jde- 
ftroy the whoje fabric of our conftitution. When I look at 
thefe things, they afford me encouragemexit and cpniblation i 



Am 1793^ DEBATES. 57 

and fiipport ms in difcharging the painful talk, to which I 
am now called by my duty. The retrofpcA to that flourilh- 
ing ftate in which we were placed previous to this war, 
ought to teach us to know the value of the prefent order of 
things ; and to refill' the malignant and envious attempts of 
thofe who would deprive us of that happinefs which they de- 
fpair themfclves to attain. We ought to remember, that 
that very profperous fituation at the prefent crifis fupplies us 
with the exertions, and furnilhes us with the means, which 
our exigencies demand. In fuch a caufe as that in which 
we are now engaged, I trufl: that our exertions will termi- 
nate only with our lives. On this ground I have brought 
forward the rcfolutions which I am nowto propofe ; and on 
this ground, I now truft for your fupport. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt then concluded with moving the firil 
refolution. 

Mr. SHERIDAN began with faying, that W'hatever dif- 
ference of opinion there had been refpeding the ncceflity of 
the war, or the means by whi«h, confiftenily with good 
fenfc and found policy, it might have been avoided altoge- 
ther, yet the country being a£lually engaged in it, the right 
honourable gentleman, he believed, had done but juftice to 
the Houfc in alTuming that his propofitions that day would 
meet with their unanimous aflent ; and if exertion was to be 
vigorous, undoubtedly the fupply muft be liberal. The right 
honourable gentleman had, however, called on the Houfe to 
watch the whole of the budnefs with vigilance, and even 
with jcaloufy. The call was not necelfary to him (Mr. 
Sheridan} for he had uniformly a£led on that principle upon 
all revenue queftions, and without apologizing for an clTen- 
tialadl of duty, he would always continue to dg fo. Under 
this iinpulfe, although he gave the Minifter credit for the 
fairnefs of fcnne of his flatemcnts, yet he mud frankly fay 
that he had fell the jealoufy recommended much awakened 
by the very extraordinary and fudden appeal to the paflions of 
the Houfe, with which the right honourable gentleman had 
concluded his fpeech. There w^as little novelty in it, except 
the novelty of introducing in a day devoted to 'figures, all the 
arts of declamation. He had fuddenly laid down his pencil 
and flate, as it were, and grafpinghis truncheon, hidfinilhed 
VoL. X-XXV. I 
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with an harangue more calculated for the General of a heated 
army going to ftorm a French redoubt, than a Minifter of 
Finance difcufling accounts in the fober hour of calculation 
with the fte wards and attornies of a burdened and patient peo- 
ple. Whenever he faw exertion and eloquence fo mifplaced, 
ho always fufpeded there was fome weaknefs to cover in the 
fubjedl itfelf. He was the more led into the apprehenfion by 
fome very alarming hints the right honourable gentleman had 
dropped refpeAing new connexions ftill to be formed. It 
feemed the expenfive corps of 12,000 Hanoverians \vere not 
the only foreign troops we were to pay : new fubfidics and fo- 
reign mercenaries were announced, and in a manner that 
feemed to avow that Government was adopting the general 
principles and views of the Auftrian and Pnillian confederacy, 
which he had hitherto flattered himfelf had not been the cafe, 
whatever had been the wiflies and arguments of fome indivi- 
duals in that Houfe. He had been in hopes that the war was 
Undertaken on the general ground of oppofing the dangerous 
tncreafe of the French power, and on the principle of never 
permitting- this country for a moment to hold its independence 
at the mercy or forbearance of any other power on earth ; but 
he was forry to obferve fymptoms of adopting the contrary 
line now firft appearing in the words and conduX of the Mi- 
nifters. He hoped he was miflaken ; for whatever was faid of 
the popularity df the war, he was confident that it was not in- 
tended by the nation to be a war of vengeance, that helium in^ 
ternecinum^ that crufade for the extirpation of opinions, and 
of forms of foreign governments, which fome had raflily re- 
commended, but to which the Minifter had hitherto appeared 
too wife to commit himfelf. 

Mi'. Sheridan agreed that Mr. Pitt had not overloaded our 
average income ; but he gave the moft decided contradiXion 
to his ftatement, that if peace had continued, or whenever 
peace was reftored, there would be a balance, after paying the 
peace eftablifliment and the furplus million, of nearly nine hun- 
dred thoufand pounds j this, Mr. Sheridan faid, was proved 
by faXs and figures to be a moft grofs fallacy, and nothing 
was fo dangerous as buoying up people’s hopes, and making 
them carclefs of the confequcnccs of war by fuch dclufioiis. 
He took the produce of laft year up to the 5th of January, as 
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dated by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and the papers on 
the table ; including the land and malt tax, the total income of 
the year would be fomething ftiort of 17,000,000!. This^ 
faid the right honourable gentleman, is 900,000!. more tba4 
neceflary for a peace eftabliihment, and therefore we might 
reckon on 900,000!. whenever peace ihoiild arrive. What a 
mode of arguing ! Ten years had paffed fince the American 
w-ar, and never had this year of peace eftabliftiment arrived ! 
Not onp fmglc year in which our expenditure had been lefs 
than feventeen millions. Were we ever likely to fee it lefs ? 
Were rigorous redud\ion in all our military fervices likely to 
be the charaSeriftic of a future peace ? and when that peace 
was obtained, was another ten-years interval to take place be- 
fore the eftablifhments were to be affefled by it ? To hold out 
fiich hopes was trifling with the country, and not following 
the open dealing which the Minifter called for and recom- 
mended. The improbability of our revenue continuing at its 
prefent (landard was alfo a matter of ferious confideration. 
The more general the war, the more would all foreign mer- 
chants be difturbed, and commercial capitals be withheld from 
their objedls ; and there was no town in Europe where this 
would not interfere with the trade and manufadlures, and con- 
fequently the public revenues of Great Britain. Among the 
ways and means, he objefted to nothing but the fum fuppofed 
to be forthcoming from the Eaft-India Company. This he 
dwelt on at fome length, in declaring, that it ought not even 
to have been mentioned, but as it depended folely on the Re- 
newal of the charter. That important queftion ought to have 
been permitted to come hereafter, as it muft come tothecon- 
fideration of Parliament, without any previous opinion having 
been in a bye manner obtained upon it, much lefs without Go- 
vernment and that Houfe Teeming to have already accepted the 
premium which was to be the price of the Charter. 

Mr. Sheridan concluded with a ftrong recommendation 
to the Houfe before they laid a new burden of a Angle (hi&ing 
on the people, to enable themfelves, by a rigorous ferutiny intg^ 
all ufelefs places, and reverfionary (inccures, to look their con- 
ftituents in the face, and alTure them, that l>efore they applied 
to their pockets, they had aboKlKed all iiisitei:eirary expences 
and unmerited ftipends* By doing this they would not only^ 

I ^ 
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bring to the public fervicc large fums, wrung fronn the induftry 
^and labour of the community, but they 'would deftroy the baits 
of corruption, and teach the Government to look to its merits 
for its fupport. 

Mr. DRAKE highly approved both of the general condu£l 
of the right honourable Mr. Chancellor Pitt, and of the man- 
ner in which he had brought forward the important bufinefs 
of that day : he thought it had been well faid that Engliflimcn 
muft be angry to fight well ; and angry he w’as fare every 
brave and generous Englifliman muft now be. He highly dif- 
approved of theobfervations made by the honourable gentleman 
who had juft fat down to that part of the fpeech of the right ho- 
nourable gentleman, which he had deemed to be inapplicable to 
the bufinefs before the Houfe, and rather wha^ might have 
been expefted in the fpeech of a General, addrefling his troops, 
when about to ftorm a French redoubt, than from a perfon in 
the firuation of that right honourable gentleman, and on fiich 
an occafion. As to GencraU making fpeeches ; the true fpirit 
of a man going to battle ought to be “ To fight.'' The con- 
dud of his brave countrymen on the prefent occafion had af- 
forded him the higheft fatisfadion, and lie greatly applauded 
the fubfcriptioii fet on foot for relief of the families of fuch he- 
roes as (liould fall in the fervice of ilic ir country, which he 
hoped would meet with liberal fupport. Every thing was to 
be hoped for from the virtues, condud and intrepidity of the 
Royal Duke who commanded our troops in Holland, and were 
he to figure that noble perfonage, addrefling them on bo^rd the 
Syren Frigate, he believed he would only fay, Fight on.” 
Before he fat down he would fay that, in fo good a caufe, he 
trufted to the protedion and favour of Providence, and that 
tile juft and ncceflary war in which we were engaged would 
lead to an honourable and blefled peace. 

Mr. FOX faid, that though the honourable gentleman who 
fpoke laft, had laboured much to fliew that fart of the fpeech 
of the right honourable Mr. Chancellor Pitt, which his ho^ 
nourablc friend (Mr. Sheridan) had confidered as improper, 
would have come well from a General about to ftorm a 
Frend} 5i*^ubt, yet he had brought forward no argument to 
fatisfy the Houfe that it was proper to be introduced on tHe 
preiimt occafion, Vfhich was indeed the only queftion to bo 
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confidered. In what the honourable gentleman had faid to- 
wards the conclufion of his fpeech^ he was perfuaded he would 
be joined by every gentleman in that Houfe, and no gentleman 
could join more heartily than himfelf in praifing the alacrity 
and bravery of our troops, or in pronouncing the juft eulogium 
of the diftinguifhed perfonage who commanded them, in whom 
he knew that, with good fenfe, the virtues of bravery, honour, 
and humanity, w’^ere in an eminent degree united. He had 
come dgwn to the Houfe not without anxiety, but it had af-. 
forded him the mod fincere pleafure to learn from the right 
honourable Mn Chancellor Pitt, at the beginning of his 
fpeech, that he meant to go on a large fcale, in providing for 
the vigorous profecution of the war, in which this country is 
adlually engaged ; and he alfo approved of reducing the un- 
funded debt; but it was furely rather fingular that while the 
right honourable gentleman was propofing to pay off, i ,500,000!. 
of Exchequer bills, he was at the fame time to ifliie Exchequer 
bills to that amount on a vote of credit. He moll fincerely 
wifticd that the right honourable gentleman, inftead of fpecu^ 
lating as he had done, had deigned to follow the advice which 
he had given in thclaft fcllion, as to paying off the 4 per cents. 
Had he done fo, and paid off the 4 per cents when at 95, a per- 
manent refource of no lefs than 240,000!. would have b?en 
gained to the Public. Mr. Fox expreffed in ftrong terms his 
fnrprife and alarm at that part of the right honourable gentle- 
man*& fpeech, where he fpoke of our entering into numerous 
alliances with foreign powers, befides thofe in which we were 
now engaged. He anxioufly wiftied to be informed what alli- 
ances were meant, as he dreaded much our being led into dan- 
gerous and improper engagements, for the prof^ution of the 
moft unjuftifiable purpofes. It muft furely appear rather fia- 
gular to bring forward, as a new and unforefeen reiburce, that 
which might arife from a continuation of the temporary taxes 
impofed for defraying the expences of the Spanilh armament ; 
this muft have occurred to every body ; and the contusing 
^hefe taxes after the period of their expiration, was in fzQ. the 
•fame thing as impofing new taxes, though he iUd not OMan to 
fay ^hat it was not better to continue taxes already exifting, 
than to lay on the people any burden which they had not hi- 
•therto borjQi The right honourable gendeman had glTumed ta 
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himfelf much credit from refraining to fay any thing on the flou-- 
rifliing ftate of our finances, in the difcuflions with rcfpeft to 
war: he finccrely wiflied that a fimilar condudl had been pre- 
ferved on the prefent occafion, as it appeared to him not lefs 
improper to bring forward any declaration or obfervations as 
to the nature and objcdls of the war in a difcuflion with rcfpeft 
to finance. To do fo, befides being improper, he thought 
perfeftly ufelefs: for, if the war is fo neceflary as has been re- 
prefented, involving in it every thing that is dear and valuable 
to this country, no matter what our fituation in point of finance^ 
no objeft of that kind could have prevented our engaging in 
it; on the other hand, however profperous and flourilhing the 
fituation of our finances, if the war was not neceflary, that 
furcly could be no argument for engaging in it. After the va- 
rious difcuflions on the fubjeft of the war that bad taken place 
in that Houfc, it feemed fingular that the right honourable 
gentleman (hould fuppofe that he could, by declamation, add 
any thing to what had been already faid : he has faid that lie 
has heard of wars for honour, and wars for religion ; and has 
afleed, if ever there was a war in which both honour and reli- 
gion, and every thing dear to a nation, were fo deeply impli- 
cated, a mode of reafoning fpecious enough to impofe upon 
fome people. But the anfwer he would give to it would be 
this — can we gain more by the event of war, than might, in 
all probability, have been obtained by negociation ? The re- 
linquifliment by the French of their conquefls, the explanation 
or repeal of their offenfive decrees, the fafety of our allies, all 
thefe he thought, in the fituation of this country, might have 
been procured by negociation. He would be told, however, 
that, Tuppofing this to be fo, what fecurity could we have for 
the performance of thefe engagements on the part of the French f 
what better fecurity, he would a(k, could we have after the 
war? Unlefs, indeed, we are going to war, not for the pur- 
pofe of forcing France to relinquifli Savoy, and her other con- 
quefts, or of preventing the increafe of her power ; but for the 
purpofe of interfering in the internal affairs of France, and of 
fiibftituting, in room of the prefent, a nevv government, in 
lyhich wc might place greater reliance. This purpofe of the 
war bad been approved by fome perfons ; but had been uni- 
fCMnmIy and explicitly dif^vowed by the Miniftgr^, and was 
2 
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in the cleared and mod exprefs tenns, at the time he brought 
down His Majefty’s meflage refpe£ling the war. The lan- 
guage now held, and the declamation they had heard that day, 
called for a didindt explanation upon this mod important 
point. The right honourable gentleman had alked, why 
Ihould war diminifh the revenue ? But are not flourifhing 
commerce and manufaQures the greatcd fupport of the reve- 
nue? Does the right honourable gentleman mean to fay, that 
the manufa6lures of this country will not be injured by war ? 
Has hcbhad any information of late from Mancheder, Pailley, 
Norwich, &c. which has induced him to form this opinion i 
If fo, Mr. Fox declared that his information had been diredUy 
the reverfe ; but this would not certainly operate in any degree 
upon his mind, did he conceive the honour and deared intereds 
of this country to be implicated in the war to the extent which 
had been reprefented. As the fubjedl of war would not pro- 
bably be again debated, he thought it right to fay that he re- 
mained of opinion that it might have been avoided ; and when 
the right honourable gentleman talked of the profperous date 
of this country lad year, he could not but dill more condemn 
the putting that enviable profperity to rifk without negociation. 
The right honourable gentleman, by his declamation, had 
drawn from him thus much ^ and he could not conclude with- 
out faying a few words on the fubjeft of our Ead- India affairs. 
He had not yet given much examination to the papers laid be- 
fore the Houfe relative to that bufinefs, but he had bedowed 
fome confideration on it, and he dill widied for a great deal of 
information: he joined with his honourable friend in being 
averfe to taking at prefent the 500,000!. dated as a refource 
arifing to this country from the revenues of India. The re- 
newal of the Charter of the Ead-India Company was the 
greated commercial quedion that had ever been confidered by 
the Legiflature of any country. It involved a variety of objefls 
of fuch magnitude and importance, that, in competition with 
them even this 500,000!. ought to be confidered as nothing. 
He thought it therefore highly improper that the difcufilon of 
fu<?h a fubje& (hould be cramped or fettered in any fliape.— 
True, the right honourable geritleman had (aid that, by taking 
thjs 500,0001. at prefent into calculation, the Houfe would by 
no means bh pledged to a renewal nif the Eaft-India Company’s 
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Chirter; but he had alfo faid that the Houfe would not furely 
adopt any regulations with refpefl to. India, from which the 
Public would not derive at leaft an equal profit. If the Houfe 
was to proceed on this’ ground, there could be no fair difcuf- 
fipn ; for whatever advantages, either immediate or eventual, 
and of how great importance foever, might appear likely to arife 
from opening the commerce with India, if a revenue of 
500,000!- fhould not be immediately derived to the Public, 
they would be flopped by the pojiulattm which had been now 
laid down : for his part he could never think it right or -pnident 
to go into the confideration of a commercial queftion of fuch 
immenfe magnitude cramped in the outfet by a fittt qua non of 
this fort. To him the whole bufinefs bore much the appear- 
ance of Minifters having taken upon them to pledge that Houfe 
and the Public to a renewal of the Company’s Charter, in a 
manner difgraceful to the country; and fiiice the publication 
of the fpeech of another right honourable gentleman, (Mr. 
Dundas) the opinion univcrfally entertained was, that a re- 
newal of the Company’s Charter was abfolutely determined 
on. He did not fay that he had made up his mind as to the 
propriety or impropriety of renewing that Charter ; but it was 
a matter which ought certainly to be decided upon with the 
greatefl deliberation, and gentlemen ought to have their judge- 
ments and opinions totally unfettered and unbiafled. 

Mr- Chancellor PITT denied that Minifters had pledged 
either that Houfe or the country to a renewal of the Eafl-India 
Company’s charter. It was neceflary to have a previous con- 
cert with- the Company, in order to afeeruin what advantages 
they would agree to communicate to the Public, in cafe a re- 
newal of their charter Ihould be confidered a proper meafurc. 
He had no hefitation in faying, that, when all thecircum- 
flances were fully before the Houfe, he was confident that a 
renewal of the Company’s charter would appear to be much 
for the intereft of the country. It had beei\ faid that, fince the 
publication of the Qjccch of his right honourable friend, cverjT 
body believed that the charter would be renewed ; and he was 
glad to hear that fuch was the cafe ; becaufe it could only arife 
from a public convidion, thafthc renewal of the charter, upon 
the terms and with ' the regulations on which the Eaft-India 
Company had agreed to accept it, would be much for the in- 



DEBATES. 


A. 1793* 




tereft of this country in every point of view; ft bad a}fo be^i 
laid, that it was unfair to bring forward this 500,000}* at pre^ 
fent : but he begged gentlemen to coniider the lituation in 
which he was placed. He muft, upon the principle contended 
for, have either withheld this 500,000!. from the Public, or 
have delayed his budget till the final difcuiTion of that bufmefs* 
He had never meant to fay that the 500,000!. was to counter- 
balance all objedions that might arife to a renewal of the char- 
ter ; ui^jefs, by any other propofed regulations, an equal funa 
was immediately to be derived to the Public ; but it would cer- 
tainly be a circumllance in the fcaic, and he begged leave to 
fay, that in whatever way the trade in India were to be regu- 
fated, the Public mull unqucttionably have a right to a pertici- 
pation in the furplus which had been acquired by the blood 
and treafure of this country in conjunction with the company* 
But even on the fuppolltion, though improbable in the highefl 
degree, that this fum (hould not be derived to the Public, in 
whatever way the trade to India may be eventually regulated, 
it would only be neceffary that it fhould then be withdrawn, 
and the amount provided for in fome other way. As to that 
part of his former fpeech that night, which gentlemen had 
found fault with as unneceflary and improper, it did appear to 
him, that, when bringing forward a demand for Targe and 
unufual fupplies, it was highly relevant and pertinent to (late 
in ftrong terms the urgency and importance of the occafioq 
which rendered thefe jupplics ncceflary, and which ought to 
make them be fubmitted to with chearfulnefs. He admitted 
that, in doing this, he had in fome degree begged the quef- 
tion; but how had he done this? Founding it upon the de- 
cided and deliberate opinion of a great majority of that Hotife; 
for that Houfe had not only fanClioned the principle of the 
prclent war, but had repeatedly decided, in oppofition to all 
^e ;irguments brought forward by gentlemen on the other fide 
of the Houfe ; and, above all, that power which they them- 
febes admitted had not yet given fatisfaAion to this country, 
a&ually declared war againft us. He therefore conceived 
he had faid no more than was neceiTary, as well as juft and 
proper, and intimately connqded witli the fubjeft whiclt ht 
bad broughuforward. 

Yqu XXXV. K 
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Sir HENRY HOUGHTON could not conceive how the 
tnanufa£turing towns in this country could be fuppofed to be 
nverfe to the war, when in Mancheftcr, 1600I. had been fub- 
feribed towards the raifing of marines ; he paid high compli- 
ments to the right honourable Mr, Chancellor Pitt, to whom 
he faid he felt a great degree of gratitude for his high fpirit and 
wife conduft on the prefent occafion. 

The fevcral refolutions were then put and agreed to, and or- 
dered to be reported to.morrow% 

In a Committee of Ways and Means agreed to the fum, 
propofed by Mr. Chancellor Pitt, to be taken from the Con- 
folidated Fund for the fervicc of the curient year. Ordered to 
be reported to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERIDAN prefented a number of petitions from 
the Royal burghs of Scotland. The Hoiifc adjourned, 

Tuefdayy i2th Marche 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL gave notice, tliat he 
ftould to-moirow move for leave to bring in a bill to prevent 
triatorous corrcfpondence, and for the more cffedlually pre- 
venting the King’s enemies from carrying on their plans, &c. 

This produced a converfation between Mr. Grey, Mr. She- 
xidan, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, Major Maitland, 
and the Attorney General, after which the notice was changed 
to Thurfday. 

Mr. POWYS gave notice, that he Ihould bring forward a 
piotion for the regulation of canals, on Thurfday. 

The report of the Committee on the Supply and Ways and 
Means for the year, was brought up by Mr. Hobart. The 
rcfolution? ipoved by Mr. Chancellor Pitt yefterday on the 
opening of the Budget, were then read. 

Mr.' TAYLOR faid, that he wifhed the attention of the 
Houfe to be given to that part of the Ways and Means for 
xaifing a Supply, which was called the Lottery ; becaufe, as 
at prefent advifed, he thought it his duty to oppofo that mea- 
fure. He therefore moved, f ‘ That the report of the Gom- 
f* mittcc appointed to inquire into the evils attending a lottery, 

be printed for the ufe of the Members of the Houfe.” Or^ 
dcred. 

'I'hc Houfe adjournecj. 
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JVedneJday^ \yh March. , 

A petition was prefented from the in\)abitants of the city of 
Durham, ftating their furprife at the manner in which a con* 
ti nuance of the Have trade was endeavoured to be fupported, 
and praying for its immediate and total abolition. Ordered to 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr. Alderman CURTIS moved, That the petition pre- 
fented fomc time finca on behalf of the Citizens of London^ 
praying that the duty laid on coals, in the reign of Queen Ann, 
might be referred to a Committee, that they might report their 
opinion thereon as it (hould appear to them, to the Houfe.’* 

Mr. Alderman ANDERSON fupported the motion. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, there were two points of view 
in which the petition might be confidered. The one vras a 
qiieftion of policy, whether the duties in queftion ought to be 
repealed at the prefent feafon ? The other, whether the duties 
had been applied in the manner intended by the legiflature ?— 
He entered into a hiflory of this duty. In the reign of Queen 
Ann, the fiim of three (hillings per chaldron was laid upon 
coals in the port of London, in addition to the fum of five 
(hillings upon all coals; this was for the purpofe of building 
fifty-two churches. By the firft of George I. this duty was 
made applicable to the maintenance of the minifters of thefe 
churches, as well as the building of them. By the 5th of 
George I. the duty was declared to be continued for 32 years. 
By the fixth of George I. the duty was made perpetual, and 
made part of a fund called the South Sea Fund, to charge an- 
nuities upon the South Sea Company. The confequence of 
which was, that the whole of it had fince been appropriated for 
public piirpofes; and by the 28th of George II. it made part 
of the Confolidated Fund. He then entered into general ob-* 
fervations upon the nature of taxes, admitted this to be un- 
equal, and to have been enafted for a local purpofe ; but did 
not think that any objection could fairly be made againfi its 
continuing to be carried to the (ervice of the Public, after all 
the afts of Parliament declaring it to be fo appropriated. As 
to the queftion of expediency,* he faid, .it produced i30,oool« 
annually to the public fcrvice, and he did not think that it 
Aould now* be taken off at the outfetof the war. 

K 2 
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Mr. Alderman CURTIS faid, that his conllituents were 
not very fanguiae in their expe£lations on this fubjeA. 

Mr. FOX faid, he bad no authority from his conftituentSi, 
whoha^ alfo prefented their petition upon this Aibje£l, to make 
a declaration fimilar to that made by the worthy Magiflrate. 
He did not conceive that becaufe they had for many years fub- 
mitted to pay an unjuti and unreafonable taXy that therefore 
they Ihould fulFer the injufticc and oppreflion to continue for 
ever, without complaint. The qucllion was, whether the 
Houfe ought now to enter into a confidcration of this duty, 
for that was all the motion went to. As to the obfervation of 
being at war, the anfwcr was clear. The petitioners knew 
nothing of that point, for they preferred their petition laft fef- 
fion of Parliament, when Mr. Chancellor Pitt calculated upon 
fifteen years peace, and w'hcn he was as little defirous to enter 
into this fubjcifl as he was at prefent. This duty he was fure 
ought to have been repealed lafl year, and that upon a princi* 
pic which called for the repeal of it now. That it was a local 
duty, appropriated for a time to a local purpofe, and that it 
had been changed afterwards to a public purpofe, after tho 
local one was at an end, was an injiillicc which time can never 
fan<Elion. He then took notice of the grofs injufticc of contt« 
xiuing the duty as it ftood long after the purpofe of impofing 
it had been anfwered, and of changing it from a local and 
temporary tax into a public and permanent one. It was not 
only a hardfhip on the inhabitants of London, but upon all 
thofc who w'cre fupplied with coals from the port of London^ 
and who had no intereft whatever in the original creation of 
the tax, Surry, Oxford, and other counties. He hinted, 
that a (hilling addition upon all places, or perhaps ninepcnce> 
would anfwer this duty ; he was fure that would be lefs ob-^ 
jeSionable than the prefent mode, which was certainly partial 
and opprelGve. 

Mr. ROSE obferveJ, that the Citizens of London could 
not be faid to have been taken by furprife when this tax wax 
made a public one, for in the year 1719 they prefented a pc-^ 
lltlon on that very fnbjedt, and the petition was rejedted. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, if it could be proved that no mode 
could be adopted to fupply the lofsof 130,0001. to tbe PubliC| 
ibould vote againft the prefect petition, becaufe be was^ 
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fure that vre could not fpare dut or any other Aim at pefent j 
but Mr. Chancellor Pitt had faid nothing that could lead to ai 
hope that even when the war (hall be concludedi that this tax 
(hall be taken off or modifiedi all he faid, had tended to lay an 
eternal bar againil it. If a Committee were to be gone intQ» 
the objedion of leflening the revenue might be anfwered by 
providing that the duty (hould continue during the continuance 
of the war. Mr. Sheridan made feveral other obfenrations 
tending to inforcc the propriety of committing the petition to 
proper inquiry. 

Sir W ATKIN LEWES fupported the motion. 

Lord WILLIAM RUSSEL faid, it was with fome fur- 
prife he heard that the Citizens of London were not very fan* 
guine in thisbunnefs; thofe with whom he had converted, 
were very defirous that attention (hould be paid to the fubjedl^ 
and his conftituents had fuch hopes of fuccefs, that they did 
not expeft that the mcafure was to be oppofed. 

The Houfe divided, 

For committing the petition, 35 
Againft it, • 77 

The Houfe adjourned, 

Thurfdayf March ^ 

The order of the day being read, and the Houfe having gone 
Into a Committee of the whole Houfe on Stuart's Divorce bill, 
Counfel were heard at the bar, and feveral witnefTes examined 
to prove the adulterous intercourfc, &c. After which, on the 
fecond reading of the claufe, baftardizing all the ilfue born 
fincc December 1785; and the queftion being put, that that 
claufe (hould (land part of the bill, 

Mr. FOX rofe, and dated, that he had uniformly oppofed 
claufes of this kind in all Divorce bills, on which he had been 
called upon to give his vote in that Houfe ; and he (hould mod 
certainly continue to 'do fo, bccaufe it appeared to him to be 
contrary to the fird principles of natural judice, to decide upon 
die rights of individuals who were not parties, and had no op« 
portunity of being heard in their defence. Whatever might be 
the'imprelfion on the minds of gentlemen, from the tedimony 
which had beenjud adduced — upon no principle of judice could 
i( prove any thing, or be io any (hape confidered as evidence 
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^th refpefl to the children, who were not parties^, and of 
courfe could have no opportunity either of crofs exatninihg 
the witneiTes, or of re-arguing their teflimony by a contrary 
proof; and, in this particular cafe, the general argument on 
which he refted his opinion, might perhaps apply dill more 
forcibly, becaufe there was no party adlually before the Houfe, 
who appeared to have an intereft to difprove the teflimony of 
thcfc witnefles. Befides, as this was a matter properly cog- 
nizable in Courts of Law, there could be no neceflity for this 
extraordinary interference of the Lcgillature ; with refpedl to 
the Divorce, the cafe was different ; for the Vinculum AlatrU 
monii could not be diffolvcd, fo as to enable the parlies to marry 
again, except by adl of Parliament. Mr. Fox went at large 
into the fubjedl, and concluded with giving his moll determin- 
ed oppofition to the claufe. 

7 'he honourable Mr. ERSKINE differed entirely from his 
right honourable friend, and fupported the prop/iety of ballardi- 
zing claufes in Divorce bills, both from precedent and upon 
principle. He was not prepared to charge the Legiflature 
with having violated, in a great variety of cafes, every prin- 
ciple of jufticc; on the contrary, it appeared to him both jufl 
and proper to relieve a man from the dreadful calamity of hav- 
ing a fpuxious race of baftards fathered upon him, and it was 
frequently of the grealeft importance both to the honour and 
int^refl, and to the peace and quiet of families. In this cafe, 
he thought the evidence which the Committee had jufl heard 
excluded the poflibility of belief that the children were or could 
be the children of Mr. Stewart, and he would therefore fupport 
the claufe. 

The Attorney and Solicitor Generals, Mr. Hawkins 
Browne, and Mr. Jenkinfon, fpoke agalnft the claufe; and 
iMr. Anftruiher and Mr. Burke in favour of it. 

The Houfe divided. 

For the claufe - - 86 

Agalnft it - - - - 30 

The bill was then ordered to be read a third time on Monday 
next. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL faid, it had been inti-, 
mated to him, that the queftion which the Coi^mittee had juft 
determined fliould be difculTcd before any other buiinels i h» 
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did not bring forward the motion of which he had given notice 
refpefting traitorous corrcfpondence, but he (hould bring it 
forward at the fitting of the Houfe to-morrow inftead of this 
evening. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that imderftanding this fubje£l 
was not likely to lead to very great length, he fhould truft the 
army ext raerdinaries fliould be brought forward afterwards; 
and perhaps that the Houfe would think it defirable, that fome 
regulation (hould be made with regard to the remaining pan 
of the petition? for conteft^^d elections. All the queflions rc- 
fpefting the feats, except one, were now determined, the 
others were rcfpeifiing the rights of cleftion. He ihould have 
fMuething to fubnilt on that fubjcdl to-morrow. 

Mr. Secretary DUN DAS obferved, that he had given no- 
tice of bringing forward the affairs of India on Monday; but 
as there were fome manufacturers, whofe Information he wilh- 
cd to h:;vc before he brought the fubjciSt before the Houfe, and 
as !;c believed that could not be obtained fo early, he (hould 
defer the bufinefs for fome days. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Friday j i^th March. 

Mr. BASTARD, as chairman of the Sele6t Committee for 
trying the merits of the Cricklade eleSion, reported that Mr. 
Petrie, one of the petitioners, had been arrefted on a procefs 
from the Court of King’s Bench, and another from the Court 
of Common Pleas, and that he had applied to the Committee 
and claimed his privilege to be relieved from thefe arrefts.— 
Ordered, that the report be referred to a Committee, to exa- 
mine the matter thereof, and to fearch for precedents ; and 
that the Select Committee have leave to adjourn till Tuefday. 

Agreeably to the intimation which he had yefterday given, 
Mr. ATTORNEY GENERAL rofe, and began with 
ftating that he knew too well the importance of the fubjedl on 
which he now meant to move the Houfe for leave to bring in 
a bill, not to give previous notice of his intention to bring 
forward fuch a motion. But firftj he (hould explain what he 
xneant by the phrafe correfpondence ; his bill was intended to 
prevent all traitorous corre(^ndence ; but here he did not 
jneaz^ cor|rcfpondcnce in the popular fexife, as to the 
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paifing of letter! would deftroy all Commercial communicatioii, 
but in its le^I fenfe, namely^ all commerce and intercourfo 
with His Majcfty's enemies. And now he (hould proceed to 
ftatc the objedt of his bill. The law of treafon was founded 
upon a Statute of the 25th of Edward III. which had been the 
fubjedl of legiflative expodtion in difFercnt adls paRed fince 
that period. He {hould mention what were the afts made trea- 
fonable in that Statute. Thefe were — ift, Cornpaffing or 
imagining the death of the King ; a phrafe which^ as ^indoubt- 
edly it was of great latitude, the Judges had always been of 
opinion, that in order to conftitute this degree of treafon, it 
was ncceflary that there {hould be fome overt a£f. 2d, It was 
declared trcafonable if a man (hould levy war againft the King ; 
or adhere to His Majefty’s enemies, and aid, comfort, or abet 
them. The third adl declared trcafonable was counterfeiting 
the King’s money. The authors of this Statute had undoubt- 
edly deemed it neceffary to reduce the law of treafon, as 
far as laid in their power, to a degree of certainty ; but 
had left it expreifed in thefe general terms, as they could 
not forefec the 'circumftanccs which might arife in after times, 
to which the defeription of treafon might apply. Accordingly 
the Legidaturc had found it requifitc, at different periods, to 
declare what particular circumltanccs conftituted overt adls of 
treafon. From the time that this Statute paffed, down to the 
reign of Qiieen Mary, different explanatory a£ls had from 
time ;o time been made. During her reign, all thefe adls 
were repealed, and the law reftored to the original footing 
upon which it ffood by the Statute of King Edward. In this 
detail, he had only followed the account given by my Lord 
Hale, whom he had taken for his guide upon this occafion, 
and if he did not read this account in his own words, which 
were much better than any cxpreilions that he could ufe, it 
was only that he might not occupy too much of the time of 
the Koiiie. An had palTed in the reign of Queen Anne, 
to prevent sdl traitorous correfpondcnce, which prohibitedany 
lierfons from fupplying the enemies with arms, naval or mili- 
tary ftores, or from going -out of the kingdom to the enemy's 
cMfltry without licence. A fimilar which had paffecl*iii 
Ae mgn of William and Mary carried the regulation farther ; 
It not only prohibited all fupplics of arms, &c. l»ut of goods. 
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and merchandize of every fort. The bill which he meant now 
to propofe, was founded nearly upon the principle of thefe 
SL&s. It was his intention to prohibit any perfon from felling 
or delivering, or caufing to be delivered for the ufe of the pcr- 
fons who compofe the French Government, or of the French 
armies, any of the articles fpecihed, fuch as arms, military 
flores, proviflons, bullion, or woollen clothes, under penalty 
of high treafon. But in order to foften the rigour of this pe- 
nalty, he meant that it fhould be underdood as in the cafe of 
perfons counterfeiting the King’s money, and (hould not con- 
vey any attaint in the blood, or debar the next heirs from inhe- 
ritance. It was his intention in the next place to prevent any 
perfons from contracting for the purchafe of lands in France, 
or from purchafing in their funds, or ladly for advancing mo- 
ney upon the purchafe of lands, &c. The motive of this pro- 
hibition would eafily be perceived. The French propofed to 
themfelves to carry on the war againft this country by the fate 
of lands. Now a quedion arofe, whether, by allowing our 
fubjeds to purchafe lauds, we fhould not give them an intereft 
in the property which they had thus acquired, while we fur- 
nifhed the French with the means of carrying on war againft 
oiirfelves. His third objeft was, that no perfons (hould be al- 
lowed to go from this country into France, without a licence 
under His Majefty’s Great Seal; and that their negleding to 
obtain this licence fhould be deemed a mifdemeanor. But 
what he deemed a regulation of material confequence was, 
that no perfons, though fubjeds of this country, coming from 
France, fhould be allow^ed to enter this kingdom, without ei- 
ther a paffport or a licence. If they fhould not be furnifhed 
with a paffport or licence, that they fhould be obliged to deliver 
in a declaration to the mafter of the veffel with whom they 
had come into the country, who fhould immediately tranfmit 
it to the Secretary of State, and that in the mean time they 
Ihould not quit tho place where they landed, or any certain 
diftance that fhould be fixed, without receiving permiflion, or 
without giving fecurity before Juftices of the Peace for their 
good behaviour. At a time when the charaders of perfons 
coming into this country were ifable to fiifpicion, he hoped 
this*regulatiqp would be deemed proper, in order to afeertain 
of what defeription they were, and what werd their objeds. 
Vot^XXXV. t 
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The laft claufe of his bill was to prevent the infurance of vef- 
fels either coming from France, or going to France. Such 
was the general outline of the bill, which he meant to pro- 
pofe, and he trufted, that there would appear nothing upon 
the face of it, to prevent it from meeting with that favourable 
reception which was ufually given to bills in their introduc- 
tory ftage. He concluded with moving, That leave 
Ihould be given to bring in a bill to prevent all traitorous 
** correfpondence, &c.’* 

Mr. FOX declared that he could not omit even this firft 
opportunity to exprefs his difapprobation of a bill, the regu- 
lations of which he regarded as either ufelefs, or unjuft, or 
impolitic. If the learned and honourable gentleman meant 
to fay that there were doubts to be removed on the law of 
treafon as it ftood ; that many points in that law were not 
W'ell underftood, and that the fubjeSs’of this country might, 
without knowing it, incur the penalties of the law ; if gen- 
tlemen of the long robe, notwithftanding their great learn- 
ing, faid, that ftill to them this law was doubtful, it ill be- 
came fo unlearned an individual as himfelf to fay, that a bill 
to explain that law was not necelfary. But he who had ne- 
ver before heard of thofe doubts, had no rcafon till now to 
think that law obfciire, and therefore could not feel the necef- 
fity of a bill to explain it. However, if he was deficient iu 
knowledge upon that fubjeft, he muft allow of courfc that a 
bill might be neceftary for the purpofe of explaining the law, 
and then the queftion would be, in that refpeft, whether the 
provifions of the bill now opened conformed to that inten- 
tion. To him they appeared of a very extraordinary nature. 
The firft part that ftruck his mind was, the reftraint upon 
the purchafe, by any fubjedl of this country, of any land in 
France. The bills to which the, learned gentleman had al- 
luded upon that head as precedents, were not in his mind 
very highly deferving 6f imitation ; for in this, and every 
other country calling itfelf free, he had always held that pro- 
perty was in the higheft degree entitled to the protedion of 
the law ; and, if fo, there could be no doubt but the power 
of difpofing of it was to be confidered under the fame pro- 
tection, both of which were violated by the prefent bill.—* 
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The fecond ground upon which the bill proceeded was, that 
the pofleffion of land in France, by any of His Majefty’s 
fubjefts here, might become hoftile to the intcrefts of this 
country. Should the^learned gentleman not have ftated fome 
fpecific inconvenience that this country ever felt by any of 
its fubjeds having pofleffions in any other ? BiitiOi fubjefts 
had had from time to time many fuch pofieflions, and no evil, 
which he ever heard of, had hitherto refiiltcd from that cir- 
cumftance; and he was firmly convinced, that nothing at 
this mdhicnt could be more dangerous than holding oi t that 
idea, nor was there any thing at the prefent that made it ap- 
pear more dangerous to have fuch poilelfions than at any 
other period. Indeed, he never expefted to hear a propofi- 
tion maintained in any part of the world, Icaft of all in Great 
Britain, that we fliould not fubferibe to loans, or engage in 
the funds of any country, or that thofe who were at war with 
us, were not to have their property confidered as facred; 
the direft contrary had always been the rule ; and it had been 
always held out, that property of every kind was fccured to 
the ufe of its poirellbr, as well during war of any kind what- 
ever, as in times of the moft profound peace. S jmething to 
the reverfe of tliis had been ftarted, and propofed during the 
American war, refpe£ling property held in Pcnnfylvania ; but 
the Minifter of that day rejedfed wdth difdain a propofition fo 
unjutt and fo impolitic; for obferving that the facrednefs of 
the polTeflion of property was the bafis of a free Ibte, the 
honour, and ultimately the fafety of the kingdom, might en- 
tirely depend upon that principle. This w^as wdfe, as well 
as honourable. This principle was totally deftroyed by the 
fpirit of the prefent bill. But if we looked at the intereft of 
this country, independent of any other conruieratlon, he was 
convinced that we Ihould not ftop the intercoiirfe between 
this country and France withrefpedlto the purchafe of lands, 
or the invefting ’of money in the funds. Had wc loft all 
fenfe of the advantage to be derived from keeping that open I 
Was it likely that much of the money of the people of this 
country would be laid out in jjurchafes in f ranee ? Or was 
it not rather more probable that many oT them would make 
purchafeswith usf Wc had always encouraged foreigners, 
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even in time of war, to deal in our funds ; and we had al- 
ways held their property facred; and he would aik, whether 
encouragement afforded on both Tides to deal in the funds, 
would operate moft in favour of this country, or of France ; 
of that which had moft, or that which had leaft credit ? — 
Was it to be fuppofed, that men would be fo blind to their 
own intereft, as not to perceive and avail thcmfclves of this 
advantage ? Thefe confiderations would be defeated entirely 
by the prefent bill. The next provifion of this meafure, 
went to declare it treafon to fupply the French, or any in al- 
liance, &c. with them, with arms. If that part of the law 
was to be thoroughly revifed, perhaps, he might have fome- 
thing to offer to the attention of the Houfc upon that fiibjeft; 
but confidering all war of late years in Europe as contefts of 
revenue, rather than of arms, he queftioned whether it would 
not be of advantage to this country to trade with its enemies, 
and perhaps to fell to them even articles of arms, whilft w« 
had prompt payment, at our own price, for them. With 
refpe£k to the prohibition of Englifhmen going to France 
without a pafTport, as deferibed in the bill, he fliould pafs it 
by, as he confidered it as the leaft exceptionable claufe. But 
as to the provifion againft Englifhmen returning to their coun- 
try, it was monftrous enough to make the learned gentleman 
himfelf afraid of ftating it. It was giving a power to the 
King to banifh, during the war, every Britilh fubje£l now in 
France. But it feemed he had the power of returning in cer- 
tain cafes, by giving fecurity, &c. for his good behaviour. 
Who was to be the judge of the amount of that fecurity ? — 
This was to be left to a Magiftrate — Here again a man was 
to be put/under the diferetion of another perfon, who might 
render his return impofliblc by exadting fecurity to an amount 
that could not be given. If one man was to be at the difere- 
tion of another in the deareft of his rights, that of living un- 
der the GoverniTient and partaking of th& advantages of the 
Conftitution of his native country, he muft afk upon what 
principle it was, that we were daily congratulating each 
other, and praifing'our laws to foreign nations ? Where was 
the foundation of our boafting if an Englifh fubjedl, the moft 
meritorious Englifh fubje£l^ (and becaufebe was^neritorious 
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he flood a great chance of being obnoxious to His Majefty’s 
Miniflers,) was to be at the mercy, whim, or caprice of any 
creature of the Crown, who had the power to fay to him, 
without afligning a reafon, you (hall not come over to this 
country, becaufe I do not chufe you (hail come. As to the 
infurance of fliips belonging to France, the queftion did not 
involve any principle; for the preventing of Englifhmen from 
paying th6 Ioffes of the French was right enough ; but he 
wifhed to know of what utility the prohibition would be. — 
The truth was, that the premium was always more than 
equal to the rifk, and the balance was in the favour of the 
under-writer. If, for inftance, out of one hundred infu- 
rances, the profits of the premium was much more than the 
lofs at the expiration of the policy, then England will have 
gained, and France will have loft — why, then, he muft fay, 
that he did not fee the reafon for this reftraint upon trade. 
But, however, he had lefs objeftion to this claufe than he 
had to many of the others, becaufe it appeared to him to be 
merely foolifh. He ridiculed the Attorney Generars defini- 
tion of the word correfpondence, and thought that the people 
of this country needed not to be told, that, if they entered 
into any agreement with the enemies of the State .to perform 
any thing that tended to its injury, they were amenable to 
the law. However, if the learned gentleman thought th 
people of this country were fo ignorant of their duty to the 
State, it was kind in him to tell them what they were liable 
to in cafes of neglcdl or pofitive offence. He concluded 
with faying, that the whole of the bill, as opened by the 
learned gentleman, was entirely unneceffary, and many parts 
of it repugnant to the common principles of juftice ; its pro- 
vilions were cither detcftablc or ufelefs, and he believed it 
made part of the fupport which Minifters found themfelves 
under the neceflity of lending to the falfe alarm of treafon and 
fiippofed fedition lurking in this country. If the firft claufe 
of the bill was neceffary, he was fure that part ought to ftand 
alone. 

Mr. SOLICITOR GENERAL defended the propriety 
t>{ the bill. He did not pretend to fay that any gentleman on 
that fide of the Houfe was Icfs attached to the conftitution 
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than himfelf; but he could not help obferving whenever the 
fubje£t chanced to be darted, a forcnefs which feemed to im* 
ply a confcioufnefs of fomething. He defended, with much 
ability and legal knowledge, the bill propofed by his ho- 
nourable friend — and firft he obferved as to the term correfpon- 
dence, that it was not fo well imdcfdood as the right honour- 
able gentleman (Mr. Fox) feemed to think ; for many gentle- 
men had applied to him for an explanation of it ; fo that it was 
not the illiterate alone that mifconccived its fignification- The 
Statute of Edward III., he remarked, left the law of treafon in 
fome doubt ; bccaiife, the nature of treafon was, in fome 
meafure, to be determined by exifling circumflances ; and of 
canfequence there had been continual declarations of what, in 
particular inftances, conftituted treafon : firft, with refpc£l to 
thcclaufeof theprefent bill, prohibiting any perfons tofurnifli 
the enemy with arms, which, furely, was a treafonable aft, 
as it was aiding the King’s enemies. But, to reft the matter 
merely on the qucftlon of policy, if thefe arms were articles 
elTential to the French, in order to carry on the war, and if 
this country was particularly advantageous for the purpofe of 
fupplying them, it was furely fomething, even in point of po- 
Kcy, to deprive them of this advantage. But the force of this 
reafoning was increafed, if the fituation of France was fuch, 
that it could not fiipply itfelf with thefe articles from any other 
quarter ; and if by being deprived of thefe, it was left dettitutc 
of the means for carrying on the war. Other w'ars, it had been 
Bated, were rather contefts of revenue than of arms : in this 
war, the cafe was different ; the French were waging war with 
their whole fubftance ; and if we contended with them on the 
ground of revenue, they wmld certainly have the advantage. 
As to the purchafe of lands, he ftated, that one of the other 
caufes of the calamities of the American war, was the private 
interefl of individuals in confequence of their poflellions, which 
induced them to take a part contrary to their fentiments. How, 
he aiked, was France to lavifh her fubftance ? Slie had deter- 
mined to fell her lands for the fupport of the war: Ihe could 
not fell them to hcrfelf ; and whom could fhe fell them with 
more advantage than to perfons in this country f As to the pro- 
hibition of perfons to go to France, he obferved^that the inten- 
tions of thofc who ftiould vifit that country were fufpicious. 
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except a proper cafe could be made out, and then a licence 
would be granted them. As to the regulations with refped to 
perfons coming from France, their only objed was to afeefi. 
tain of what character and defeription they were. And, furely 
i t could not be deemed a matter of great hardfliip to put a re- 
Araint on a few individuals for the general fafety f The point 
of infurance, he reniaiked, was a queftion of more doubtful 
policy; but there was little probability that our veflels would 
be infured by them ; and wlien we confide red our own very ex- 
five naval force, and that by iiifurance we afforded a fort of 
convoy, he trufted that the propriety of this clriufe would likc- 
wife appear. He admitted that the obfervations of the right 
honourable gentleman who fpokc iaft applied to the fubjeft in 
part, but not altogether ; for although the commerce upon the 
infurance might be in our favour, and wc loft that advantage 
by the prefent regulation, yet this reafoning only applied when 
the profpeft was diftant ; but here w^e expelled the evil to be 
fhort, and therefore the giving up of a temporary advantage, 
for the purpofeof hallening the conclufion, w*oii!d be of even- 
tual benefit ; for we were not to mcafure tbi: like any other 
w^ar, as it depended chiefly on the exertion of the moment. 
Under thefe circumftanccs, he deen>ed the bill not .only unob- 
jeclionable, but highly politic. He fhould again repeat, that 
the Authors of the Statute of Edw'ard JIL had left the law of 
treafon in doubt; that the circumftanccs in which this country 
ftotxl, in refpeft to France, rendered the prefent bill nccclfary ; 
and that its regulations were fanflioned by the authority and 
example of the a£ls wdiich had pafled in the reigns of King Wil- 
liam and Queen Anne, when war w as carried on by the French 
upon the fame footing as at prefent — not only by attack, but 
by interference in our internal policy. 

Mr. MARTIN faid, that he had endeavoured as much as 
he could, to prevent the country entering into a ftate of war. 
War was always atlended with calamities, and of a nature 
which fell moft feverely upon the poorer clafs of the commu- 
nity, who were leaft able to bear them. Now that the coun- 
try was engaged in a war, it was his objed lo put an end to it 
as.foon aspoflSble. He thought that the tendency of this bill 
was tb prevent Jthe French from continuing the war ; and there- 
fore he Ihould give it bis fupport ; but, if in a more advanced 
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Itage, it Ihould appear to him to be attended with any oppref- 
fiont he (hould leave himfelf at liberty to oppofe it. 

Mr. ERSKINE faid, that when the learned gentleman 
threw out fome expreffions concerning, the forenefsof fome 
perfons, he was perfuaded he did not mean to infmuate that 
there were any perfons in that Houfe lefs defirous than himfelf 
to fee the profperity and glory of this country advanced ; if he 
had that unworthy fufpicion he was fure that learned gentleman 
w*ould have been manly enough to fay fo. In many inftances 
on the prefent occafion, had the Attorney arjd Solicitor General, 
the advantage of him ; they had ftudied the point for fome 
time^ and therefore mud underdand it. He had no informa^ 
tion upon treafon, for fuch was the afFcftion of the people of 
this country for their Monarch, fuch their reverence for their 
Conditution, and obedience to the laws, that for the fifteen 
years he had been at the bar, he had witneflTed but one trial for 
high treafon ; this (hewed the temper of the people of this 
country better than any comment that could be made upon 
them, and was the bed anfwer that could be given to the foul 
calumny and infamous libels cad upon them when they were 
charged with fedition and treafon. Mr. Erfkine took up the 
bill upon the ground of law, and maintained that it was con- 
trary to the bed policy of all the wife and good of our ancedors; 
contrary to the opinion of the fird authorities in the world upon 
that fubjed. He had lately looked into my Lord Hale’s work, 
whom the learned gentleman who had moved for leave to bring 
in the bill, had profeffed to take as his guide. He hoped the 
Members would read the work. No man ever more difap- 
proved than Lord Hale, of thofe temporary a£ls which had 
been made in addition to the Statute of Edward 111 . In Ed- 
ward IV’s reign, a circumdance which the learned gentleman 
had not mentioned, all thefe a£ts had been fwept away. In 
the reign of Mary, they had again been fwept away.. Thus 
you have the fenfe of Parliament on thefe dccafions with refpeft 
to thofe acts — Ads of treafon fprung up like weeds and were 
fwept away, not only without any inconvenience, but with 
the mod falutary effed. It#was their duty to take care not to 
Ihake the fundamental principles of the law, by unneceflarjr 
ads’ of legiflation. No man could be guilty oLtreafon imlefs 
lus mind was proved to be traitorous^ He remarked the 
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dency of the prcfcnt bill to throw fufpicionii Upon Ae people. 
As if the people were in danger of falling into aA$ of treafim^ 
the King*s Attorney General comes forward with a bill, ex- 
planatory of the Statute of Edward III. to tell them what cir- 
cumflances in the prefent period would be deemed treafonable^ 
For my part, 

TImeo Danaos et dona fcrentes. 

The Attorney General gives explanations of the Statute of 
Edward J II. and upon thefe explanations the Judges would 
form rew conltrudtions. By this new bill, you make the a6t 
of treafon indepcntlent of the mind ; whereas, in cafes of irea- 
fon, the mind only was criminal, and the overt adl ferved but 
as evidence to prove the criminal intention. The great value 
of the Statute of Edward was its certainty and fimplicity. — 
Compallmg or imagining the King's death, or adhering to 
his enemies, which were all ftritlly afts of the mind, were 
there ranked as treafonable. In the fame fpirit, it was deem- 
ed treafon to confine the King, or take means to get poilellion 
of his perfon, becaufe, as a recent inftance had forcibly proved, 
fhort was the didance between the prifons of Princes and their 
graves. If this aft palTed, afid cxprefTed in fuch loofe and 
general terms, then you will hang a man for high treafon, as 
for the mod petty offence againft the Cudom Houfe, or for 
breaking down an old turnpike. The punifliment will be in- 
filled without examining the mind or intention of the offender. 
New condriiftions, as he had dated before, would arlfe ii::on 
the regulations of this bill. Another Attorney General would 
come forward with a new bill which would give room for frelh 
condruftions ; and thus the liberty of the fubjeft would be 
frittered away, till it was altogether deftroyed. But it was 
urged that the circiimftances of the times called for this extra- 
ordinary meafure. Upon this Mr. Erlkine maintained there 
was great delufion; for he maintained there was nothing 
in the prefent circuraftances which could juftify the Icflening 
or endangering the liberties of the people. A falfe alarm had 
been created for the piirpofc of ftrengthening the hands of Go^ 
vernment, and weakening the power of the people, and upots 
this artifice Mlniders were to have unbounded confidence, and 
every body elGg' was to be loaded with diftruft and libelled with 
VoL. XXXV, M 



U PAR Lf AMENTARY A. 1793. 

charges of rebellion, and difpofition for treafon. Was there 
reafon for this ? Had the Attorney General any indi6fmerrt: 
againft a fingle perfon ? Had he any information of fedition ? 
Had he even any fiifpicion of any one perfon in the kingdom 
being a traitor ? Not one of thcfc — yet the country was in a 
ftate that required the laws of treafon to be amended. Had 
there been any treafon, he fhouldnot be found to cavil upon 
the niceties of law for the piinifliment of the traitors, and he 
believed that the people of this country would join heart and 
hand to fupprefs the mifehief. If the country was hallow — it 
it was divided in itfelf, then indeed there might be a neceflity 
for fuch regulations as ihofe of the prefent bill. Parliament, 
indeed he knew was omnipotent, but it ought to lliow a 
diferetion in the choice of occafions for the exercife of its 
power, 

Ncc Dcus intcrfit. See. 

He then proceeded to remark on the other claufes of the bill. 
It was furely rather romantic to prohibit perfons from purchaf- 
ing' lands in France, in the prefent diftraded ftate of that coun- 
try, while this kingdom was in a fituation fo highly profperous, 
and afforded fo many favourable opportunities for the employ- 
ment of money. Inftead of prohibiting perfons to dca! in the 
French funds, Minifters jhould rather take care that a cala- 
mitous war might not prevent them from purchaiing in our 
own. The regulation to prevent fubjefls from coming from 
France to this country, without a licence, of finding bail, 
was highly objectionable ; many of them were perfons whofc 
going abroad was unavoidable, fomc for the recovery of their 
health, and feme from the derangement of commercial deal- 
ings ; with refpeil to thcfc perfons the regulation was oppref- 
five, as it put every thing in the power of Minifters ; it wa 
impolitic, as it feemed calculated to difguft, at the moment 
when we ihould be moft folicitous to render this a land of free- 
dom and delight. On the fubje£l of infurance, he remarked, 
that fmm the high premiums demanded in war, the balance 
muft be in favour of our infurers. He concluded with again 
adverting to the Statute of Edward III. which he conftdered. 
as all that was neceflary, and as calculated to meet every ocgi^ 
iion on which the crime of treafon could fairly^ be alledged.-— 

3 
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The prcfent bill he confidered as both unnece(6fy and danger- 
ous. He faid, (hew me the nccellity, and I will go hapd iff 
hand with you in any ad that can be brought forward. 

The honourable FREDERICK NORTH thought it highly 
ncccffary and expedient to prohibit the fubjeds of this country 
from purchafing la^ds in France, or from inverting money in 
the French funds; becaufe, France being unqueftionably in 
tlie greateft want, both of money and credit, it became 
both our intereft and our duty to take the moft effedual means 
in our power for preventing lier from fiipplying thofc w^ants, 
and of couife depriving her of the means and finews of war. 
Upon the propriety of the prohibition, as to furnifhing arms, 
ammunition, &:c. to the French, all panics fe».med to be 
.agreed: and with refptd to the propofed regulations, as to 
His Majefty's fubjeds going from this country to France, and 
returning from thence, they appeared to him highly proper and 
clfcntially requilite ; believing, as he did, what w'ere, in ge- 
neral, the intentions of people who now go to France, and 
’with what intentions they return from thence. 

Mr. CUR WIN faid, he had highly difapproved of thepre- 
(ent war; at the fame time, now' that we arc adually engaged 
in it, he was certainly as much inclined as any man, to give 
every fupport that might be nccertary for carrying.it on wnth 
vigour and effed. The propofed bill, however, going to an 
cxtenfion of the laws relating to treafon, which he thought a 
matter of great delicacy indeed, he was decidedly of opinion, 
that it was prcvioully nccelfary to have laid before the Houfe 
fome good reafons for fo rtrong a meafurc. He had heard of 
none fuch ; and he (houid therefore think it his duty to oppofe 
the prefent bill in every rtage. 

Mr. YORKE was of opinion, that in the prefent early 
frage of the bill, the only qucilion before the Houfe was, whe- 
ther the principle of the bill ought to be entertained at all? 
As to which, under the prefent circumllances, he thought 
there could hardly be a doubt : it feemed to him pnepofterous, 
to be now debating on the particular claufes of the bfll,. ^hich 
^n fad were not before the Houfe ; he would not therefore, 
enter upon that fubjed till the bill (houid be brought and 
that the claufes (houid come regularly to be debated, 
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL faid, that he was not dif- 
pleaf^d the debate had gone into greater length than might 
perhaps have been expeded-in the prefcnt ftage of the bufincfs^ 
becaufe feme ureful hints had been thrown out; and he was 
anxious to receive every information, as it was no doubt a 
matter of the higheft importance, and defth^ing the moll feri- 
ous confider^ion. He proceeded to take notice of fcveral ar- 
guments and obfervations, which had fallen from his honour- 
able and learne<l friend (Mr. Erlkine, j many of which appear- 
ed to him to be unfounded; and, after endeavouring to obviate 
fomc objeAions which had been thrown out againft fome of 
the propofed regulations of the bill, he faid, that Mr. Erlkine 
feemed to proceed on the idea, that the Statute of the 25th of 
Edward III. is the only treafon law cxifting at this day : but, 
is there not aifl now in exiftence, declaring it high treafon 
to adert that the King, Lords and Commons, have not power 
to regulate the fucceffion to the crown ? Have not fomc per- 
fons, at this day, gone in faft much farther ? Have they not 
even written what, in truth, amounts to this, that wt flioiilcl 
have no King at all in this country ? Though not precifely in 
fuch a way that they could he laid hold of. Upon the whole, 
he conceived the bill, under the prefent circumllauces of the 
country, to be abfoliitely neceflkry in its principles, whatever 
6bje£lioA there might be to any part of the detail of its regu- 
lations; buthetrufted he had faid enough to fatisfy theHoufe, 
that leave ought to be given to bring in the bill, that it may at 
lead be looked into, and may not be decided upon till after a 
full and deliberate difcniffion. 

Mr. FRANCIS begged toafk of the honourable gentleman, 
whether he had received any information of money having been 
remitted from this country to France in order to be invefted 
in the French funds, or to be employed in the purchafe of 
lands there? 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL faid, that he did not find 
any thing either upon the affirmative or negative of the queftion 
put by the honourable gentleman. Leave was given to bring 
in the bill, Vrithout a divifion ; and the Attorney General fakl» 
that he hoped to be able to bring it in on Monday next. 

Mr. Cl:race&or PITT moved, that the orders now ftanc^ng 
Ibr balloting for Committees on four queftions remaining to 
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be tried, rerpe^ling rights of election, Ihould be poftpdned.till 
next feflion. — Ordered. 

Mr. Sheridan and Mr. Fox ftated the neceflity of bringing 
forward a bill in the prefent fcffion, containing regulations 
for preventing the delays that at prefent take place in determin* 
ing on eledlion petitions under Mr. Grenville’s aft ; the ur- 
gency o'* which the Houfe ought to be imprelTed with, from the 
circumflance which had juft occurred of Iteveral petitions be- 
ing left undetermined till the fourth feflion of the prefent Par- 
liament! 

In a Committee of Supply, the Secretary at War rofe to 
move the feveral eftimates. 

On the firft refoliition, viz. The expcnce of the Hanoverian 
troops, fubfidlzcd for the aflillance of Holland, 

Lord FIELDING faid, that this requifition ought to have 
come three months ago ; and he charged Minifters with the 
inoft criminal negligence, in delaying to give any aftiftance to 
the Dutch : there appeared fuch a general lethargy in all the 
operations of Minifters, that it was fcarce poflible to believe 
wc were at war. His Lordftiip went into a long detail on this 
fiibjeft, and blamed, in ftrong terms, the delay in fubftdizing 
the Hanoverian troops; he faid, that Minifters had fent only a 
handful of troops from this country to Holland; and that, 
from the improper delay that had taken place in embarking 
them, they had been met by a ftorm which had occafioned the 
moft ferious alarm for their fafety., and that of the Royal Duke 
who commanded them. His Lordftiip then adverted to the 
progrefs of the French armies, and to the check which had 
been given to them by the Auftrians and Pruffians railing the 
fiege of Maeftricht ; and faid, that if this country had afforded 
to the Dutch fuch timely afliftance as we ought to have done, 
the taking of Breda, and the other previous fucceftes of the 
French, might have been prevented: it was furely the duty of 
Minifters to ftate fopne caufe for fuch blameable remifthefs. 

Major MAITLAND faid, that what had fallen from the 
noble Lord whgr had juft fat down deferved undoubtedly fome 
anfwer from Minifters ; for much of what the noble Lord had 
faid was extremely well founded. * Minifters'had explicitly ac- 
knowledged that on the 17th of December they coniidered the 
^French as an* enemy in a ftate of boftile preparation. They 
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knew the defencelefs (late of the Dutch, and the danger that 
threatened them, and yet they did not enter into any ncgociation 
for fubfidizing the Hanoverian troops till February 22; and 
the Guards did not fail till the 23d of February, Was this^an 
exertion becoming a great and powerful nation at fo critical 
and important a crifis? Thefe Guards he would not call a 
handful of troops, as the noble Lord had done ; they were 1700 
of the finefl and beft troops, he believed, in Europe *, under the 
command of an illuftrious branch of the Royal Family; but 
fpeaking as a profeflional man, he would alk if they Had been 
fent with any profpcfl of vldory ? Or whether they had not 
run the moll imminent riik of being ficrificed, had not the 
progrefs of the French been providentially checked, and the 
fiege of Macftricht raifed by the Auftrians and Pruilians, a 
matter with which Minifters could not, at the time, be ac- 
quainted, and from which they cotjld claim no credit. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that though he was fomewhat 
furprifed at the mode of difeufliion that had taken place, he 
was happy to find that he was not to meet with any oppofition 
profpedivcly, and that no objeflion would be made to the rc- 
folution now' under the confidcration of the Committee. With 
refpe£l to any retrofpC( 5 livc view of the meafurts which His 
Majefly’s Minifters had thought neccifary, and been enabled 
to adopt, he did’ not fuppofe the Cvomm it tee would defirc to 
hear any detail of them ; but he was anxious to make a few 
obfervations upon feme qiieftions that had been put to him. 
The honourable gentleman who fpokc laft defircd to know why 
no fteps had been taken tofiibfidize the Hanoverian troops till 
the 22d of February. I'o this he would anfwer that fteps had 
been taken long before that time for the purpofc of arranging 
matters fo as to bring thefe troops into the fervice of this coun- 
try, though their pay is only ftated from that time. Withre- 
fpeil to the troops fent from this country, he begged leave to 
fay, that confidcring the fcafon, and the fmall army eftablifh- 
ment always kept in this country in time of peace, he could 
not conceive that there was any backwardnefs on the part of 
Government, if a body of near 2000 troops had been raifed 
immediately on the firft accounts of the attack upon Holland, 
which had failed in a few days afterwards. In fa£l, the States 
General themfelves are of opinion, that they have received 
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from this country a vigorous, fpeedy, and timely fupply, and 
which did arrive in time to render them very eflential fervice. 
Indeed, this would be found to be a great exertion on our 
part, if compared with what we had been able to do at the 
commencement of any former war. The honourable gentle- 
man feemed to think that Minifters were endeavouring to take 
credit from what had been efFeSed by the Auitrians and Pruf- 
fians; lliisthey certainly by no means do; at the fame time thc^ 
exertions of the Auftrians and Prullians on behalf of the Dutch 
may not probably have been altogether unconnefted with the 
preparations which they faw the Government of this country 
were making, and the confidence they had in its determination 
to give the mod vigorous affiftance to its allies the Dutch. On 
the fubjeft of the alarm, with refpeft to the fafe landing of the 
Guards, he would only fay, that undoubtedly they had been 
overtaken by very tempeftiious weather, which unquedionably 
His Majefty*s Minifters could neither forefee nor prevent. As 
to the tranfports, he knew of nothing to be remarked, with 
refpeft to them, except their having been fitted ouf with unex- 
ampled difpatch. 

Major MAITLAND faid, that the right honourable Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, by infiniiating that 1700 men fent 
from this country had excited the exertion of the Andrians and 
Pruffians, had certainly (hewn every difpofition to take credit 
to Minlders for the efFefts of that exertion. He begged leave 
alfo to fay, that the right honourable gentleman had totally 
mifunderdood him in fuppofing that he had alledged that no 
fteps had been taken for fubfidizing the Hanoverian troops till 
the 22d of February; but it mud be rccollefted that, prior to 
that time, more than two months had elapfed from the period 
at which Miniders had conceived France to be in a date of 
hodility againd this country, which w^as furely more time, 
than could be required for fuch a negociation. 

Mr.^ FOX faid, that notwithdanding his anxious defire to 
provide for the mod vigorous profecution of the war in which 
this country is engaged, he dill felt a great deal of relu6lance 
in giving his vote to take money from the pockets of the peo- 
ple, wh ich was to be placed under the difpofal of men who 
had uniformly, upon every occafion, exhibited fuch difgrace- 
nrremiflhefs and ma&ivity, as His Majedy’s prefciit Minif- 
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ers. It was evident from the filence and concealment obfervedf 
about a matter which ought to be of public notoriety! that 
thefe Hanoverian troops have not yet been brought forward» 
and that their a£lion is only to be future ; although Minifters^ 
as far back as the 17th of December had explicitly declared 
France to be an enemy to this country, in a ftate of hollile 
preparation. How ftrange that a negociation with the Eleftor 
of Hanover fhould be a matter of fiich difficulty ! But it feems 
the fupinenefs of Minifters, in this inftance, is to be made up 
by their aAivity and exertion, with refpeft to fending pver the 
Guards to Holland. Mr. Fox faid, he had expelled to hear 
that the Guards had been fent as foon as the war was declared ; 
but no ; he had watched the right honourable gentleman’s 
words, which were, that they had been fent as foon as Holland 
was invaded : on feme occafions, indeed, three weeks is a (hort 
time ; but he believed that in no xra of hiftory could fo (hort a 
fpaceof time have been of fuch importance as on this occafion. 
If it is poifiblc, as has been faid, that our troops arriving at fo 
late a period, have, in fadl, wrought wonders ; had they ar- 
rived at an earlier period, th.:y would have faved Breda and 
Gertrudenberg. The right honourable gentleman liad faid, 
that the ftorm could not be imputed to Minifters ; fiircly nor ; 
but from the improper delay, vi hich was imputable to them, 
the ftorm was encountered. 'Flic report was generally believ- 
ed that tlie tranfports had been de layed for W'ant of ballaft ; and 
he had it from ftill better authority, that they were delayed 
from w'ant of their field pieces, notwithftanding the large fums 
voted for the Ordnance. It had been anfwered, the troops 
were fent as foon as Holland was attacked ; but Minifters muft 
be confidered as children, if they had not forefeen the attack 
upon Holland ; and yet they delayed fending to the relief and 
affiftance of their allies, a reinforcement which they acknow- 
ledged to have confidered as a material defence to them, for no 
lefs than three weeks after the declaration of war. In the mean 
time Breda and Gertrudenberg were taken*, a matter of the ut- 
moft importance to the enemy. Another anfwer is ftated^ that 
the Dutch are fatisiied ; but is it not a very polfible cafe, that 
the Dutch, being in fo defencelefs a ftate as not to dare to ftate 
iheir alarms at the hoftilities of their enemy, might hardly dare 
to find fault with thole who proved to be their friends ? Mr 
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Fox faid thati in his opinion, the right honourable Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had brought forward all his warlike prepara-^ 
tions into the debates in that Houfe ; his negociations too had 
befti warlike ; his preparations for war were alone pacific. 
Though he had objeded to the war in the ftrongeft terms, he 
wifhed, as he believed every gentleman did, that it ihould now 
be carried on with vigour ; he only regretted, that the conduft 
of a war fo intcrefting to this country, fiiould be in the hands 
of men who had, on every former occafion, as well as the pre- 
fect, proved themfelves totally unfit for fo very important a 
truft. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that in the prefent ftage of the 
war, he had formed his refolutions upon two points— to be fa- 
tisfied with the confeioufnefs of having omitted nothing that 
his duty called upon him, and the fituation of the country en- 
abled him to do, and not to be provoked by any inveftive to 
enter into details for his juftification, which both the time and 
the circumftances made unfit to be difclofed. If the right ho- 
nourable gentleman thought the mode he had now adopted of 
fupporting the war in which the country was engaged, a proper 
mode, and if he thought that by the fort of argument he had 
chofen to piirfue, that he had made an advantageous impreflioa 
upon the Committee, let him enjoy in the privacy of his own 
reflexions the fatisfaXion of having done his duty. Did the 
right honourable gentleman imagine, that after war was de- 
clared, with the very narrow military efiablifliment to which 
this country had always confined itfelf, Minifters could fafely 
fend any part of the troops on that efiablifhment, without a 
careful review of the general diflribution of the land forces for 
internal defence ; or did he fuppofe that fuch an examination 
of the general and local force could be made in a (horter time f 
If the Committee did not feel this to be a fufScient anfwer to 
all the right honourable gentleman’s charges of delay, they 
might then believe that thofc charges were well founded; if 
they did, they would acquit His Majefty’s Minifters, and give 
them credit for having made every exertion in their power to 
vindicate the honour of the nation, and proteX our injure^ 
allies. 

Mr. FOX laid, his fupport of the war, now that we were 
engaged in it, was as fmeere as that of His Majcfty ’s Minifters, 
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although on very difFcient grounds. He wdihed it to be fup- 
ported with vigour, bccaufe, by a Vigorous war, we (hould 
moll fpeedily obtain adequate and honourable terms of peace. 
of thofe terms he . had formed a clear and definite idea — Mini- 
fters had not, or at lead bad never condefccndcd to ftatc any 
idea on the fubjefl to the Houfe. He certainly did not think 
fupporting the negleft or the blunders of Minillers the bed 
mode of fupporting ilie war: for he knew, that they, and all 
other Minifters, would do their duty better by being carefully 
watched than implicitly trufted. Let the Minifter (Hew that 
there would have been any danger in fending 2000 men to Hol- 
land in the beginning of February, inftcad of keepiug them till 
towards the end of ii ; and then his argument might be good 
for fomeihing. Would he call to his aid iliofc plots and rnfur- 
rciSlions which had been fo much talked of, but never fceii, as 
a pretext for three weeks delay ? Thofe plots, he imagined, 
had done their duty, and were difmifTcd from the fervicc, to be 
prelTed into it no more. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid, he had hoped the favourable 
change in the afpe£l of the war would have produced a degree 
of good humour in the mind of the right honourable gentle- 
man. The right honourable gentleman took credit to himfcif 
for fupporting Government in carrying on the war. For fucli 
fupport as he had that day given neither the Government nor 
his Country would feel much indebted to him. It was afked 
why the men that were fent to Holland w'ere not fent three 
weeks fooner. Could Minifters have fent 2000, or 4000, or 
any confidcrablc number of troops out of the country, before 
they knew the rapid fuccefs of the meafurcs they had taken 
for recruiting and augmenting the army ? Did the right ho- 
nourable gentleman imagine that the Dutch were to do nothing 
for their own defence ; that they were to truft entirely to this 
country? After they? made a rcquifiiion for military aid, 
there was not an hour’s delay in fending it. He defied any 
man to produce an example of greater difpatch ; and very 
feafbnably, and with the happieft efFed, in the hour of their 
greateft danger, had it come to them. In the fame manner, 
when they called for a naval aid, the (liips were at the place of 
their deftination almoft before they could have hoped that the 
order for them was given. For the readinefs which His Ma* 
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jcfty had fliewn to fuccour them the Dutch exprefled the 
higheft gratitude ; and to reprefent our preparations as dilatory 
and inadequate, was rather to encourage the enemy than to 
plead the caiife of our allies. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, the argument, that men, by any 
difapprobation of the meafures of Government, were afllng 
againft the interefts of their country, when the marked mif- 
condiiil: of Minillcrs was what every Member of the Houfc 
ought to reprobate, would be a pica for a general indemnity to 
Minift?rs, however weak or wicked miglit be tlicir conduft. 
Support, with a vigilant obfervation of their conduft, was a 
fupport for wiiioh the prefent Miniders w^ould be as little dif- 
pofed to tliank any other gentleman as his right honourable 
friend. The fupport which they wanted was of another fort, 
lately deferibed in the Houfe — a fupport that Ihould increafe 
with their demerits — a confidence that fliould increafe as they 
(liewxd themfelves lefs worthy of it. When the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer lalhed the errors of Adminiftration in the 
American war, which his right honourable Colleague (Mr. 
Dundas) defended, he did not think that he was fupporting 
the enemies of his country. But the fcntimenls of the right 
honourable gentleman were very properly changed with his 
fituation. To fay that Minifters had not done all they could, 
was not giving encouragement to the enemy. It was to fay, 
that whatever opinion they might have been led to form from 
the neglec'’i and delay of Minitters, the country poflefTed great 
vigour, and great refources, capable of being brought into ac- 
tion when Minifters were made to do their duty. They them- 
felvcs had admitted, that early in December they ftopped the 
French fuj^jdics of corn, as a meafure of precaution againft 
an enemy in a dale of preparation for war. Could they pro- 
duce any reafon to Ihctv that it was not as proper to begin pre- 
parations of defence iis to interrtipt the preparations of the 
enemy ? On the vrry fird day of the meeting of Parliament 
he had faid, that if we were to have a war, it ought to be a 
war of adivity and vigour ; and had Miniders but aded as* 
they talked, fo it would have bceji. But they feemed to have 
.exhauded the v/holc fpirit, to have unbraced the whole energy 
of 4heif minds in declamation in Parliament, and, when the 
feafon for action came, to have been incapable of acting. 

N a 
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He hoped the leflTon they had now received would prevent the 
neccflSty of another of the fame kind. He trufled that they 
would not be found as backward in their naval as in their mi* 
litary preparations, and that if, as was reported, a French fject 
had failed from Breft, there was a Britifh fleet to meet it, 
whatever might be its deftination. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS endeavoured to explain that his 
declaration of the reafon for (lopping the French fupplies 
of corn did not mean that they were then confidered as an 
enemy. 

Mr. SHERIDAN replied, and requoted the precife words. 

Captain BERKELEY rofe, to fay that there was no delay 
at the Ordnance Office ; but, alluding to General Dumourier 
as the friend of a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox), he 
was called to order by 

Mr. SHERIDAN, who faid the cxprclfion was highly im- 
proper, and he wiflied to give the honourable gentleman an 
opportunity of corre£ling it. 

Captain BERKELEY faid, he did not apply, the expreffion 
particularly to the right honourable gentleman, but to thofc 
who maintained the fame principles of liberty which Diimou« 
rier maintained. 

Mr. GREY and feveral other genilemcn called out to name 
them. 

Captain BERKELEY faid, thofe who had gloried in Du- 
mouricr’s vidory at Jemappe — a victory which he believed by 
far the greater part of the Houfe, and of this country, thought 
a viftory to be lamented. 

Mr. FOX faid, he (hould not have (lopped the honourable 
gentleman : he (hould have afked him in another place what 
he meant by the expreflion. If he meant the private friend of 
Dumourier, he did not know that there was any harm in any 
Member of that Houfe having been the private friend of the 
General of an enemy's army, before the v^ar broke out. He 
was not, in that fenfe, the friend of Dumourier, for he had 
never feen him. If it was ufed in another fenfe, it meant 
fomething exceedingly' injurious, and as unfounded as inju- 
rious. 

Captain BERKELEY faid, he meant nothing offenfivc nor 
peirifonal tp the right honourable gentleman. He*^ did not hap- 
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pen to have any fuch acquaintance with him as to wiih to of- 
fend him perfonally. 

Major MAITLAND faid, the expreffion was fuch as he 
little expeded from any gentleman in that Houfc, When did 
any of thofc who fat near him exprefs any fentiments of liberty 
not confonant with order, and the principles of the Conftitu- 
tion r, What it meant, and what it did, was to throw out a 
grofs imputation on the parliamentary conduft of thofe to 
whom, by the explanation, it was applied. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid, the honourable gentleman 
had explained that he meant nothing ofFenfive, which, for an 
inadvertent expreffion, was a fufficient apology. 

Mr. GREY did not think the explanation fufficient, and re- 
commended to the honourable gentleman to adopt the fuggef- 
tion of the right honourable gentleman, and fay himfelf that 
it was inadvertently or unguardedly fpoken, and fhat he meant 
nothing injurious to the charader of any Member of the 
Houfe. 

Captain BERKELEY faid, he muft acknowledge, on re- 
collcftion, that it was an unguarded expreffion, for when the 
debates which he at firfl thought authorifed it took place Du- 
mouricr was not an enemy. He then added a few w’ords on 
the queftion in debate. 

Mr. COURTENAY faid, he knew, from indifputable au- 
thority, that the tranfports were not ready to receive the artil- 
lery of the guards when they were fent to Holland. They not 
only failed without their artillery, but without their cartridges 
— a moft convincing proof to the Dutch of the hurry in which 
they had been difpatched to their aid, and a circumftance of 
expedition on which the Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
Secretary of State might congratulate one another. 

Mr. G. N. EDWARDS faid, he had come down to the 
Houfe with an intention of voting with the Miniftry if there 
ftiould be a divifion, bccaufe he wiflicd them to be fupported 
in conducing the war j but from the extreme flippancy with 
which they had managed the debate, if there were to be a di- 
vilion, he Ihould now vote againft tliem. He thanked the 
right honourable gentleman (Mr. ^'ox) forthfe feafonablc leflbn 
{le ]]ad given them* If that right honourable gentleman had 
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been Minifter of this country three years ago, it would not 
have been in this dangerous (ituation* 

The queftion was put on the rcfohition, and agreed to. 

The other refolutions were palTed without any debate, •and 
ordered to be reported on Monday. 

In a Committee of Ways and Means pafled refolutions for 
four millions of Exchequer bills. Ordered to be reported on 
Monday. — Adjourned. 

Monday y \%th March, 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL brought up the bill to pre- 
vent traitorous corrcfpondencc with His Majcfty*s enemies du- 
ring the war, &c. Read a firft tirnc ; ordered to be read a fe-. 
cond lime on Thurfday next, and, on the fuggettioii of Mr. 
Hulley, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLIOT, the Chairman of the Committee on the 
Stockbridge cleftion, called the attention of the Houfe to the 
report of that Committee. It appeared, he faid, that, pre- 
vious to the laft cIc6lion, a club had been formed to proceed 
regularly upon the bufmefs of bribery and corruption : at this 
club was chofen a common agent to tranfaft the bufinefs ; 
none could be admitted to this club but cledlors of Stock- 
bridge. Here they debated, and finally determined upon their 
own corruption — fettled the fum that each eledlor fhould take 
for his vote, as well as the fecurity he was to require for the 
payment of it : he therefore truflcd the Houfe would fee the 
propriety of coming to fomc mcafure to prevent fuch (hameful 
proceedings in future \ they owed it to their own honour and 
dignity. He then appealed to the evidence given before the 
Committee, the fubftance of which he had Hated. He wi(hed 
the Houfe to o^erve, that his objcdl was not punifhmcnt, but 
prevention : although, indeed, there was no cxcufe for thefe 
cicftors, for they were not perfons who had been overcome by 
a Hidden temptation — they entered into the bufinefs with pre- 
meditation — they were fcduccrs as w'ell as being feduced. — 
He then moved, ** that the report of the Committee be read 
which being done, he next moved for ‘‘ leave to bring in a bill 
for preventing bribery aiid corruption in the eleftion of 
** Members to ferve in Parliament for the borough of Sigck- 
bridge, in the county of Southampton.*' Ortlercd. 
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Mr. BRAGG faid, he fhould move to-morrow for leave to 
bring in a bill to disfranchife the cleftors who hajl been con- 
cerned in this bribery. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid, he wifhed to know if there 
was any difference between him and any perfons concerned in 
the affairs of India in their ideas upon future regulations, in 
what points they differed ; for that purpofe he propofed a delay 
of a few days. He now gave notice that he intended to move 
the refolutioiis on the government of India on Friday next, and 
the refoRjtions on the commerce on the Tiiefday following. 
It was his intention then to move, that thefe refolutions be 
printed, and he fliould not call on the Houfe for its opinion on 
thefe refolutions until the meeting after the holidays ; in the 
mean time, he trultcd that gentlemen would turn the fubjed 
in their minds, and brinj forward their objeflions, that the 
whole bufineft might be examined to the bottom with fairnefs 
and candour. 

Tuefdajy igfh March. 

Formed a Committee on the Luggerftial petition, and ad- 
journed for want of a fufficient number to ballot for the Sud- 
bury petition. 

JVedncJday^ 20th March. 

The Houfe formed a ballot, and a Committee for the Sud- 
bury cleflion. 

Mr. BAS'FARD brought up the report of the Committee 
to whom the report of another Committee on the Cricklade 
eledion had been referred. It ffated the proceedings, had by 
that Committee, and the evidence of the arrefts and detainers 
of Samuel Petrie, Efq., a petitioner on that ele6tion. Thefe 
arreffs and detainers were out of the Courts of Common Pleas 
and King's Bench for debt. Mr. Baffard, after a (hort fpeech, 
moved, That Samuel Petrie, Efq., be difeharged out of the 

cuftody of the Sheriff df Middlesex.*' 

Mr. Chancellor PITT, in a fpeech of confiderable lengthy 
took a view of the law of privilege of Members of that Houfe» 
and of the protedion which ough^t to be extended to perfons 
h.aving petitions in contelling the elections of Menobers of 
Parlkuuent, and concluded with fupporting the motion. 

The queftion was put, and carried nem. con. 

% 
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Mr. HOBART brought up the report of the Committee of 
Supply, the refolutions of which were read and agreed to. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT gave notice, that, in a Committee 
of Ways and Means, he fhould bring forward the particiriars 
of the loan. 

Mr. ELLIOT brought in a bill to prevent bribery and cor- 
ruption in the election of Members to ferve in Parliament for 
the borough of Stockbridge, in the county of Southampton. 
It was read a firft time, and, on the queftion for, its being read 
a fecond time on Thurfday the nth of April next, 

Mr. ANSTRUTHER obferved, that notice had been given 
of another bill to be brought in for the purpofe of disfranchi- 
fing the electors who had been guilty of the bribery and cor- 
ruption complained of : he fuggefted the propriety of difeufling 
both together. 

Mr. SALISBURY moved for leave to bring in a bill to in- 
capacitate thofe electors who had been found to be guilty of the 
bribery and corruption mentioned in the report from voting at 
eledions in future for Members to ferve in Parliament. 

This produced a Ihort debate, in which Mr. Powys, Sir 
Francis BalTet, the Solicitor General, Mr. Mainwaring, Mr. 

Welbore Ellis, and others, took part. Mr. Powys then 

moved an amendment, that this debate be adjourned to 

Monday next,” to which the Houfe agreed. 

Mr. YORKE moved for leave to bring in a bill to explain 
and amend the aft of the 7th and 8th of William III. for 
preventing irregular proceedings of Sheriffs and other officers, 
as far as they relate to the return of writs for the eleftion of 
Members to ferve in Parliament. Ordered. — Adjourneil. 

Thurfday f 2\fi March. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE moved the^ order of the day for the 
fecond reading of the bill for preventing the working at canals 
during the corn harveft, which was read a fecond time, and 
ordered to be committed to a Committee of the whole Houfe 
on Wednefday the loth of April next. 

Mr. POWYS bcj^ed again to call the attention of the 
Houfe to a fubjeft, with refpeft to which he had been already 
unfuccefsftil, both in a Committee up ilairs, and in a Cbm-» 
mlttee of the whole Houfe ; he meant the queSion as to li* 
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railing and applying the produce of the tolls ifi canal bills. 
His objeft was to prevent the granting unlimited profits to ad- 
venjurcrs In canals, and for an unlimited period, as was at 
prefent the cafe, which he confidered to be unfair to the Pub- 
lic, and to be attended alfo with other bad confequences. 
This had, in his opinion, no analogy whatever to the cafe of 
mercantile adventurers afting upon private fpeculation, for he 
certainly thought that wherever Parliament was called upon for 
the inteapofition of its authority, it had a fair title to limit the 
right which it conferred in fuch manner as might appear pro- 
per. It appeared to him highly material to put a ftop to a fpi- 
rit of fpeculation with regard to canals, which feemed to have 
gone to an alarming height, and he therefore thought the 
Houfc ought to confider, and to afeertain, how far private be- 
nefit might be made to go hand in hand with public advantage; 
there were two ways of doing this, cither by a limitation as to 
the extent of the profits, or as to the period of their duration. 
Mr. Powys faid, he would propofe that the regulations fliould 
attach upon all canal bills in dependence, and which had not 
aftually paffed ; and he concluded with moving for leave to 
bring in a bill for limiting, regulating, and applying the pro-^ 
duce of tolls in bills for making and maintaining navigable 
canals. 

Mr. GILBERT and Sir CHARLES MORGAN made 
each a few obfervations. 

Sir GEORGE YONGE thought it irregular to rc-agitatc a 
quefiion which had been already determined upon during the 
-prefent feffion. 

The SPEAKER ftated, that, in point of fafl:, there had 
been no decifion whatever upon the queftion in the Houfe, 
nor had it indeed been decided upon in the Committee. 

The Matter of the Rolls, Mr. Drake, jun., Capt. Berke^ 
ley, Mr. Serjeant Watfon, and the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, fupported the motion ; which was oppofed by Mr. Haw- 
kins Browne, Sir John Sinclair, Mr. Huffey, Mr. Wilber- 
force, Mr. Windham, and Lord Sheffield. 

The Houfe divided on Mr. Powys’s motion ; 

Ayes — 93 

*Noes ■ — 57 

Majority for the motion — 36 
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Mr. WHITBREAD, jun. rofe to cxprcfs his fears from 
what had already happened this year in the Houfe of Commons, 
on the fubjed of the flave trade, and the late period which Jthe 
other Houfe had fixed for proceeding to the confideration of 
the fubjeft, and the examination of witnefTes refpefting it, 
that nothing tffeSual would be done this feflion for aboliftiing 
it, and that the trade would continue at lead for another year to 
difgracc this country. He requefted the honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Wilberforce) who had hitherto taken the lead in this im- 
portant bufmefs, not to fuffer his zeal to abate, but, onthe con- 
trary, to purfue, with double vigour, an objeft which in all 
times to come muft fecure to his name the gratitude and vene- 
ration of all true friends to humanity. He wilhed the honour- 
able gentleman would be fo good as to date to the Houfe what 
w^ere his intentions on the fubje£l ; and affiired him, that if ho 
was dill determined toprefs for the abolition during the prefent 
feflion, he fliould be fupported by him and his friends to tho 
utmod of their power. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE returned the honourable gentleman 
his thanks for this recent affurance of fupport ; an aflurance on 
which he could the more firmly rely, as in every dage of this 
bufmefs from the very commencement^ the honourable gentle- 
man had uniformly and unequivocally fupported him. He was 
extremely forry that a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Dun- 
das) who had taken fo confiderablc a (liare lad year in the quef- 
tion of the flave trade, had not thought proper this year to pur- 
fuc even his own plan ; and he was equally concerned that ih • 
Lords had put off the confideration of it till after the Eader 
holidays. Thefc two circumdanccs, he faid, were certainly 
unfavourable to the idea of efFe^llng the abolition this year; 
however he was not without feme hope that though the prefent 
fellion was already fo far advanced, it would fee an ad pafled 
for the total abolition of the flave trade, every day of whofe cx- 
idence was difgraceful and injurious to humanity. — Here Mr. 
Wilberforce was called to order by 
Mr. CAW THORNE, who obferved that there was no 
quedion before the Houfe, ^nd that confequently the honour- 
able gentleman was irregular in entering then into a difcuflioh 

the flave trade: the irregularity, he faid, was the more {Irik- 
ing, after the intimation which the Houfe had not long fince 
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given of its opinion on this fubjcd, when it negatived a mo. 
tion for going into a Committee on that trade on the day fpeci* 
fied in the motion, and put off the fitting of fuch Committee 
to iJiat day fix months ; in other words, after the Houfe had 
poftponedaH fartlicr confideration o( the bufinefsfor the prefent 
fc/Tion. 

Mr. LAMBTON requefted that Mr. Wilbcrforce would 
be fo good as to anfwer him one queftion, which was, whether 
in cafe he (hould defpair of carrying the meafure of abolition 
this year, he would bring forw'ard fome plan for regulating the 
Have trade, as long as Parliament (hould think proper to fuffer 
it to continue r 

Mr. WILBERFORCEfaid, he did not like to give adirc£l 
anfwer to the honourable Member’s qiicftion, becaufe, were 
he to give notice of any plan for regulating the trade, it would 
be confidered as a proof that he defpaired of the abolition, 
when in reality he did not defpair of it, but entertained hopes 
that he (liould at laft be fo happy as to effeil it. Could he 
bring himfelf to fear that thofe hopes were ill founded, he cer- 
tainly iliould be glad to regulate what he could not abolifli. — 
Here the Speaker interfered, as there was no motion before the 
Houfe. 

The order of the day for the fecond reading of the bill, for 
preventing all traitorous intercourfe and correfpondence, &c. 
with France during the prefent w^ar, was called for, and the 
Speaker having put the queltion, that the bill (hould be then 
read a fecond time, 

Mr. CURWEN rofe and faid, that he had already troubled 
the Houfe on this fubjed, when the learned geniJeman moved 
for leave to bring in the bill : he could not help rifing again to 
exprefs his moft hearty difapprobation of a meafure, which to 
him appeared to be unneceflary in its objeft,, ineffeftual in its 
means for attaining it, and opprefiive and impolitic in many of 
its provifions. To prove this pofition he went through the 
feveral claufes, and defcanted upon them as he proceeded.— 
The firll claufe he maintained was unneceflary, bccaufe the 
fopplying of the King’s enemies by any of his fubjefts with 
naval or military (lores, came within the 4th fcdlion of the 
25tii of Edward III. and as It was already treafbn by one law, 
it would not be nccelTary to declare it to be fo by a new Statute. 

O 
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The fecond claufe for preventing any fubjefl: of His Majefty 
from purchafing lands in France, or ftockin the French funds, 
was in one point of view, abfurd, and in another dangerous, 
inftead of being beneficial to England. Never could it Ifave 
been fo prepofierous to endeavour to prevent an Englilhman 
from fpeculating in th^.* purchafe of French lands or French 
flock, at a time when his own country afforded him every fc- 
curity for his property that human wifdom could devife, and 
when there was in France no Government, no regard for pro- 
perty, and no fecurity for the enjoyment of it : under fuch 
circumftances, could any man in his fenfes think of laying out 
his money in France rather than in England? Wliat occalioii 
therefore could there be for prohibiting what was never likely 
to happen? The prohibition could not do any good; but it 
might be produftivc of very great injury to this country ; for 
no doubt, it would make the French Convention enaft a law 
for preventing the natives of France from placing their money 
in our funds, a law which would be the more prejudicial to 
our interefts, as, in the prefent ftatc of affairs, the lefs fecurity 
there was for property in France, the more the monied people 
there would feel ihemfelves difpofed to place their money in 
our funds ; and therefore the prohibition which we were go- 
ing to enaft by this claufe would necelfarily operate agaiidl 
ourfelves, and in favour of France, as the coiifcquence of this 
would be, to prevent the French capital from being inveltedin 
our funds, and to keep it at home : the claufe therefore would 
furnifh the Convention with the means of carrying on the war, 
though its avowed objeft was to do direftly the reverfe. The 
claufe which was for preventing Britifh fubjecls from infuring 
French fliips, though intended to operate againil Frarxe, 
would likewife in reality prove to be a precaution againft our 
own profperity. Infurancc was a trade, and a gainful one too ; 
its annual profits in England in former wars was eftimated at 
ioo,oool. and he believed that at the prefect period it might be 
fet down as likely to produce a balance to this country of at 
lead 300,0001. a year. In fupport of his opinion that it would 
be found policy to fuffer the trade of infurancc to be carried on 
during the war, he quoted the authority of Lord Mansfield, . 
(then Mr. Murray] who had firft declared in favour of that po« 



DEBATES. 


101 


A. 1793. 

Iky in the year 1747 ♦ and to fliew that the noble and learned 
Lord had not changed his mind upon that fubjefi^ he cited a 
cafe which was tried by Lord Mansfield in 1784, in which the 
noMe Judge faid, that infurances of fliips ought to be encou^ 
raged, as they promoted fpeculation, and often led to a difeo- 
very of the views of the enemy in the time of war. The claufe 
for preventing any of His Majefty’s fubjeils from going to 
France, or returning home during the war, he confidcred as a 
violation of juftice; particularly as to the fecond part of the 
claufe : ^t furely muft be a ftrange doftrine tb lay down, that 
merchants for inftance, who in the legal purfiiit of their bufi- 
nefs might have been obliged to go to France, Ihould be pre- 
vented from returning home to tlteir own country ; it involved 
equally the innocent and the guilty; it invcilcd His Majefty’s 
Secretary of State with new and extraordinary powers, fuch as 
are not at prefent intriifted to any of the J udges ; and it was al- 
together a mcafure which could not, in his opinion, be at all 
jultified by any thing lefs than complete evidence, that there 
actually exifted a great and violent difafFeftion to the cxifting 
Government in a very confiderable number of perfons in this 
country. Upon the whole, as, independent of other objedions, 
he could neither fee the neceifity nor the policy of the prefent 
bill, he felt himfelf bound to oppofc it. 

The honourable FREDERIC NORTH faid, unimportant 
as my fentiments mull be to the Houfe, I hope that I (hall 
not feem to force them irreverently and immodelHy on its at- 
tention, if I rife to deliver them, for the fecond time, on the 
prefent queltion ; for when I lately had the honour of c Jdreffing 
myfelf to the Chair, the novelty of my fituation, the iinex- 
peded nature of the queftion, and, above all, the fear of 
tranfgrclling the eftablilhed rules of the Houfe, by arguing on 
the propriety of adopting a meafure, the propriety of whole 
difculfidn was the only fubjed matter of debate, did not allow 
me to give, fo fully and explicitly as I intended, the rcafons 
of my approbation of the queftion now before us. That ap- 
probation, I am happy to fay, a more mature coiifideration 
during the fubfequent days, enables at this time to confirm ; . 

* Vide Mr. Miyray’s Speech in Debrett’s Debates, from 1743 to 
1774, vol. 2, p. 175. 
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and I own rnyfelf particularly anxious that the Houfe Ihould 
agree to it, as I conceive it to be a meafure called for by the 
exigence of our fituation, juiHfied even by precedent, as far as 
the unexampled nature of our relative fitiiation with our enetny, 
and the unexampled ftatc and mode of exiftence of that enemy 
itfelf, do not preclude the poffibility of precedent ; and even in 
thofe infUnces, a meafure fo perfcftly analogous to the {lrl 61 e(l 
interpretation of the law of nations, and fo confonant to the 
rules of the founded policy, that it is very unpleafant to me to 
perceive the very rcfpedable quarter from which it is likely to 
meet with oppolition ; for that oppofition I muft confider as 
the final extindion of all hopes that I might liave entertained 
of any pofliblc political co-operation with thofe gentlemen, 
with whom, more from habitual coincidence of political fenti- 
ments, than from any pcrfonal connedion, 1 had hoped to 
have aded during the w'hole courfe of my public duties. It is 
indeed unneceflary, I feel that it may be improper, for any 
Member of this Houfe fo far to anti-date his political exift- 
ence, as to declare what were, or what were not, his fenti- 
ments, before he had any parliamentary right to make the de- 
claration. But I truft the Houfe will hear me with indulgence ; 

I am fure that a very rcfpedable part of it ought to hear me 
with fatisfadion, when I declare that the feniiments with 
which I firft entered this Houfe, were thofe of attachment to 
that great, that conftitutional, that patriotic party, which, 
from the year eighty-three to the prefenl feflion of Parliament, 
has, in every viciflitude of fortune, in Miniftry, in Oppofition, 
in popularity, in unpopularity, has, I fay, invariably main- 
tained thofe principles on which I now ad, and which I hope 
and truft 1 fhall carry with me to my grave, becaufe I hope 
and truft I fliall not outlive that conftitution, to the fupport of 
which they are particularly adapted. That any gentlemen have 
deferted them, is what I by no means wifli to alfert ; a diffe- 
rent interpretation of thofe principles may lead them into a 
line of condud diredly oppofitc to mine. I, for my part, en- 
tertain the beft opinion of the motives by which they are adu- 
ated. If fufpicions of a contrary nature are gone out among 
the people, if infmuations to that effed have been made in any 
place> and by any perfons, all fuch fufpicions 1 difavow, all 
fuch infiQuations I reprobate } and I readily give them the fame 
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credit for their good intentions, which I think I have a right 
to exafl for my own, in the different fyftem which I purfue. 

^hat we may judge of the merits of the prefent queftion, it 
is ncceflary to enter fomewhat fully into the examination of the 
refources of oiir enemy. In the year 1789, we well know that 
the annual expenditure of France confiderably exceeded her an- 
nual income ; fince that period, her income has diminifhed, 
and her expenditure has increafed to an enormous degree. HoW 
has the deficit been fupplied ? By loans ? No. By taxes ? No. 
It has been fupplied by confifeation, by the fale of confifeated 
land, and by the iflue of aflignats, on the credit of their ven- 
dibility. The firft confifeation was confiderable, but not enor- 
mous ; the firll emiflion of paper currency, though great, was 
fuch as the circulation of the country could well bear. It was 
moreover not entirely an economical but a political meafure ; 
for I am happy, in anfwcr to gentlemen who will not allow 
that the purchafers of national lands mud be intereded in the 
profperity of the exiding French Government, to oppofe the 
authority of Mirabeau, who, on the fird propofal of ifluing 
aflignats, declared, that it was a meafure prejudicial, indeed, 
to the commercial intereds of the country, but neceflary in the 
aflual circumdances, as it would attach to the revolution all 
thofe perfons who might find thcmfelves in pofleflion of any 
quantity of the paper currency, or of thofe lands which would 
ferve for its fecurity. Since that time, that operation has be- 
come habitual ; the lion which has once taded human blood, 
will not eafily allow any paifengers to travel near his den. — 
Every revolution has been followed by a confifeation, and the 
deficit of every month has been covered by a new iffiic of paper 
currency, till at lad the enormous quantity of that paper which 
has inundated the realm, has efFe6tually driven away whatever 
capital might remain in a country where neither law, order, 
commerce, nor indudry can exid. The terms, indeed, offered 
by the nation to the purchafers of confifeated lands, are of the 
mod advantageous nature imaginable, for the purchafe money 
is to be paid by indalmcnts in twelve years. Yet, notwith-^ 
ftanding this, on the tenth of lad January, the National Con- 
vention received aflurances that purchafers were not to be found 
in the country; To what then mud they look as a market for 
their only commodity i To foreign capital, to the introduflion 
2 
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of foreign money into their native country, by holding out 
great apparent profit to all thofe who may be inclined to become 
purchafers of their land. And lhalLwe, in a ftate of war with 
that country, not endeavour to deprive them of this onjy re- 
fource ? Do we not know that the greatncfs of the premium 
offered muft depend on the neceffity of the party which offers 
the premium ; and muft we not make the extent of that necef- 
fity of our enemy ferve as the rule of our exertions to prevent 
them from fupplying that neceffity ? We did, indeed, hear at 
the beginning of the fellion, among many reafons for not en- 
tering into the war, one of peculiar cogency, and urged with 
peculiar force : Beware,'" faid fome honourable gentlemen, 
** how you engage yourfelves in a war with enemies whom 
your armies cannot reach, nor your fleets encounter.**— 
Thofe honourable gentlemen, however, fince the war has hap- 
pened, declare that they will give it their utmoft fupport, and 
how ? We will vote armies, we will vote fupplics, but we 
will not allow any precautions to be taken \ but the money 
which is to raife thofe armies, to fit out thofe navies, to fill 
thofe fupplies, (hould be drained off to the fupport of that 
** enemy which, from the time of its exiftence, has always 
thwarted your power, and oppofed your profperity ; which, 
‘‘ from the time of its revolution, has waged a more dangerous 
warfare againft thofe principles which have ferved as the 
‘‘ bafis of your internal happinefs and external glory ; againft 
that happy attachment for eftabliflicd ufage, that habitual rc- 
verence for conftituted authority, which, In every govt rn- 
** ment and every country, forms the laft analyfis of public 
^ force ; and which, as the laft mad aft of its defperate ha- 
tred, has declared open hoftility againft your houfes and 
your altars ; has declared war againft your King, againft 
your King in his perfon, againft your King in his autho- 
“ rity ; a helium internacimm^ againft that conftitution which 
** has eftablilhed his authority, which has facrof^nftified his 
perfon.** The honourable gentleman who fpoke before 
me (Mr. Curwin) has particularly dwelt on the impolicy of 
reftraining the liberty of iilfurance. Hejuftly ftates, that in 
the year I747> a meafurc exaftly like that propofed in thejpre- 
fent bill was adopted by the Legiflature, contrary to the epi- 
aion of Lord Mansfield, who was then Attorney General. Na 
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one can have more veneration for that authority than I have ; 
but the honourable gentleman mull allow me to remark, that, 
with the fame propriety with which he afTumes the precedent 
of the Attorney General, may I alfo alfume that of the Legif- 
lature. He ftates, what I by no means difpute, that the gain 
of this country by the infurance of French Ihips, during that 
war, was annually one hundred thoufand pounds j but let me 
obferve, that infurance is a commercial fpeculation, like every 
other, and fubjeft to the fame viciffitudes and rilks. If, there- 
fore, the gain to the country was fo great in 1747, it is no rea- 
fon it fliould be fo in 1793. Of this we are certain, in both 
inftances, from the nature of that fpeculation, that the infurer 
muft gain by the efcape, and lofe by the capture, of the ene- 
my’s Ihips ; and of courfe be much more interefted in the ene- 
my’s commerce than in our fuccefs. I am no lefs an enemy 
to commercial reftridlions than the honourable gentleman ; I 
think that thofe which are laid on commerce, for commercial 
purpofes, are generally unwife and burdenfome ; but when a 
commercial reftridion is propofed for a political purpofe, 
it behooves the Legiflature well to examine whether the 
probable political advantages do not counterbalance the 
probable commercial injury, and whether the evil to be coun- 
tcracled by the propofed regulation be not of a nature dan- 
gerous to that political fituation, on which depends the very 
exiflence of commerce itfelf. This I firmly believe to be the 
cafe at prefent, and mod unequivocally agree to the expediency 
of that claufe. Another claufe, of a more objedtionable na- 
ture, has been much commented upon by the honourable gen- 
tleman ; I mean that which obliges Britifli fubjeds, on their 
return to England, to wait at the port where they land, till 
they obtain a paflport from the Secretary of State; a claufe, 
which, however harfli, I believe to be perfedly juftified by 
the exigency of the cafe. Perfons now abroad, and likely to 
return home through.the French dominions, are expreflly ex- 
cepted from the operation of the bill, by a preceding claufe ; 
perfons refiding now in France for commercial purpofes, can 
only remain there by an ad of complaifance in the French 
Government ; and I do not think it probable they ihbuld meet 
witlKa refufal of a pafljport from any Minifters whatever. But 
there is another defeription of gentlemen now in France^ 
^ VoL. XXXV. P 
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againft whom I cannot help thinking the ftriflcft precautions 
ncceflary ; I mean thofe who are gone thither to contemplate 
more nearly ^hat dreadful convulfion of the moral world, with 
whofe cfFc£ls W'e ftill tremble, from whofe (hock we are ftill 
in danger; that their return to this country (hould be danger- 
ous, it is no ilnnder on the people to fuppofe ; it is no flandcT 
on the people to fufpeft that there are amongft us many per- 
fons liable to be feduced by their communication. I will not 
refer you to the opinion of Minifters ; I will not refer you to 
the opinion of thofe gentlemen with whom it is my boafl more 
peculiarly to aft; I w'ill not refer you to the opinion of the 
very refpeftable Magiftrates we have heard in the Houfe, or 
to the common opinion of the people ; but 1 will refer you to 
the teftimony of an honourable gentleman below me, (Mr. 
Sheridan) for the ground of my fufpicions : that gentleman, 
on a former day, when he moved for an examination into the 
exiftence of feditions, did inform us, that there had been a fo- 
ciety in London, in which twenty unlettered tradefmen had 
been feduced by the rhetoric of a learned llioe-makcr to imbide 
pernicious principles, and to feal their converfioit by a letter to 
the French Convention. Have -we any rcafon to f'lppofe that 
fociety to be the only one of the fame nature ; or rather, that a 
fimilar concretion was not fc'/rming round the learncU fljocma- 
kcr of every village ? With tha^ fufpicion, I (hould betray my 
duty to tlie people, did I not endeavour to pi event the return of 
that danger ; btTides, from w'hat we lately heard from a It* arn- 
cd gentleman (Mf. Eifkine) we may be entitled to fuppofe this 
bill to be an aft of lenity, rather than harfhnefs, even towards 
thofe perfons to whom I have alluded. The learned gentle- 
man did then inform us, that any fubjeft of His Majefly, hav- 
ing uttered treafonable exprcllions in a foreign country, and 
returning afterwards within the realm, may be indifted for 
high treafon ; and he inftanced the cafe of Croghau, who, 
having faid certain words againft the llf(| of King William, in 
France, was condemned for them on his return to England ; 
his return being conlidered as an overt aft of his declared trea- 
fonable intentions. Novv, Sir, I do fmccrely believe, that 
few of the gentlemen in France have an idea of the force of that 
law, and that moft of them have unwittingly incurred the pe- 
nalties of high treafon, by expreftions as public as thofe o 
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Croghan, and as incompatible with the fufFerance of any cxift- 
ing Government. For what have been the expre/Iions of every 
addrefs to the National Convention ? What could have been 
the axpreflions of the a£l which merited to the Engliflimen who 
prefented it, the fraternal title of Generous Republicans ? Now, 
Sir, the gentlemen who have made ufe of fuch cxpreflions, 
w’ouldj I fhould think, in their return to their native country, 
prefer depending on the Secretary of State for a paffport, to the 
being ferved, on their arrival, with an indiftment for high 
treafon.» The honourable gentleman, (Mr. Curwin) in allu- 
fion to w^hat fell from a ri^ht honourable Secretary of State, 
(Mt.Dundas; a former day, fays, and fays truly, that he 
does not think himfclf obliged to afford His Majefty’s Minifters 
the fupport which they may think it right to require of him. — 
I, no more than the honourable gentleman, make the opinion 
of that right honourable Secretary the mcafure of my fupport, 
(notwithllanding the rcfpedl I have for his perfon, and the de- 
ference I fliould pay to his opinion on every other fubjeft ;) I 
do not know what degree of fupport any Minifter may require ; 
but I well know the extent cf that fupport which, as a faithful 
fervant of the People, I am called upon t > give them ; and ac- 
cording to that opinion, it is my intention to aft. Some other 
claufes have been objefted to by the honourable gentleman, in 
which I (hould endeavour to follow him, did not the great con- 
fufion which I feel in occupying the attention of the Houfe, 
and my fear of having already trcfpaflcd too long on its indul- 
gence, oblige me, however abruptly, to retire again to my 
feat. 

Major MAITLAND did not intend to have troubled the 
Houfe with any obfervations on the prefent ftage of the bill, 
becaufe fuch as he had to offer would be brought forward more 
properly when the different claufes Ihould come to be debated 
in the Committee ; but as gentlemen on the other fide of the 
Houfe had thought proper to obferve that ftubborn filencc, 
which they almoft uniformly did on every important queftion, 
he found himfelf induced to fay a few words at prefent. As 
to the fubjeft of the extcnfion of the law of treafons, he would 
fay nothing upon it, as he did no\ pretend to unHerftaad it fuf- 
'hciently. One great and avowed purpofe of the prefent bill he 
underftood to be, to prevent the capital of this country fron^ 

P a 



PARLIAMENTARY 


108 


A. 1793, 


being carried to France; he would beg leave to a(k of the ho- 
nourable gentleman (the Attorney General,) whether he meant 
to include, under the regulations of the bill againft purchafing 
in the French funds, fuch natives of France, as are refidcnt in 
this country under the alien bill? Or, whether he meant thefe 
regulations to extend to Britirti fiibjedls who have at prefent 
property in the French funds, and who cannot bring the inte- 
refts arifing therefrom into this country, except at a lofs of 60 
per cent, fo as to prevent them from applying thefe interefts in 
purchafing in the funJsof France ? With refpeft to the claufe al- 
together, it was indeed prepofterous to fuppofc, that Engllfti- 
men having here the heft and moft permanent fecurity for their 
money, fhouid fend their capital to France, where they could 
have no fecurity at all ; it was alfo moft impolitic, becaiife the 
French would undoubtedly wifti to fend their capital here ; but 
ifiuch a regulation as this is adopted by us, it might well be 
flippofed, that France would do the fame ; and befides, we 
ihould be doing the Government of France the moft material 
fcrvice by forcing Frenchmen to employ their money in their 
own funds. He would not, he faid, follow the honourable 
gentleman who fpoke laft in his argument as to the reftridlions 
impofedon Britifli fubjedls returning to this country, becaufe,' 
if that argument were well founded, it would go entirely againft 
the reafon of this bill, w^hich would then operate as a mitiga- 
tion rather than as an cxtenfion of the prefent law. He de- 
clared that the whole bill, one Angle claufe cxccptcd, appeared 
to him highly objeftionable, and unfit to pafs into a law ; the 
claufe which he wilhed to fpare, was that which provided that 
the Hoiife ftiould not be reftrained by its forms from repealing 
or altering the bill during the prefent fclfion, in cafe it ftiould 
judge it expedient to do either. He concluded with highly dif- 
approvingof the bill, and again putting precifely to the Attor- 
ney General the two queftions which he had ftated at the be- 
ginning of his fpeech ; With refpefl: to French aliens refident 
here, and to Britifli fubjedls having at prefent property in 
the French funds. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL faid, that as to the firft 
queftion he would anfwer in* the affirmative ; but it appeared 
to him that the fubje£t of the fecond queftion might deferve^to 
(becqnfidered in the Committee. 
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The qucftion for the fecond reading of the bill was then 
put, and carried without a divifion ; and, it having been read 
a fecond time, and ordered to be committed to a Committee 
of the whole Houfc, 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved, that it fliould be 
committed to-morrow. Upon which 

Mr. FOX faid, he had hoped that Minifters would not ag- 
gravate the violence of the fubftance of the prefent bilf, by the 
violence of the mode in which they meant to carry it through. 
A bill of the higheft magnitude and importance, attacking the 
fundamental liberty of this country, is moved to be committed 
on the very day after it has been read a fecond time ; and what 
purpofe can fuch lhameful precipitation anfwcr ? It is impof- 
fible that the bill can pafs before the recefs, for it cannot be 
ready to be carried to the Lords fooner than Wednefday . Some 
gentlemen feemed to have one opinion, and fome another on 
the different claufcs : for his part, he objefled to the w’holc of 
it, as being, in all its provifions, either ineffeftual, impolitic, 
or tyrannical. On fuch a fubjed, there ought to be a full at- 
tendance in the Committee, which he would wifli poftponed 
only till Monday or Tuefday, as it was highly neceifary that 
gentlemen (hould have time deliberately to confider the fub- 
jeft; he would fairly own that he wifhed alfo the Public to 
know fully the nature of it, and he had heard that it is a mea- 
fure which the Public highly difapprove of. As to the claufe 
reftrifting the return of Britifh fiibjeils to the country, it was 
a meafure of fuch unexampled violence to every principle of li- 
berty, that in his opinion nothing could juliify it \ it was indeed 
of fuch high importance, of fuch magnitude, and attended 
with fuch degradation to the fuhjc<5ts of this country, as re- 
quired the moft ferious and deliberate difcufiion. An honour- 
able gentleman (Mr. North) had liiid that palfports would not 
berefufed; but docs that honourable gentleman think he would 
chufe to condefeend \p alk leave of a Minifter to return to his 
native country? To afk as a favour what ought to be a matter 
of right? Bcfidcs, the granting or rcfufing depends entirely 
on the will of the Secretary of State, without any refponfibility, 
or any obligation whatever, to give a reafon for his refulal, 
which may at all events proceed upon fecret and private, and 
perhaps (according to a modern fyftem) upon anonymous infor- 
mation. Mr. Fox concluded with expreffing his hope, that 
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the very (holt and neceflary delay which he propofcd would be 
acquiefced in. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, the oppofition to the motion of 
his learned friend did not go to the queftion whether the bill 
now before the Houfe (hould or (hould not pafs into a law, 
but whether it fhould be inveftigated in a Committee of the 
whole Houfe, and to pafs through that Houfe before the holi- 
days; and for the delay propofed, the arguments appeared to 
him to be curious. The queftion for the Houfe now was, 
whether thofe who thought this bill, as the right honburablc 
gentleman had been pleafed to deferibe it, either inefFeftual, 
impolitic, or tyrannical, were at this time prepared to give 
their fentiments upon it ; he, for his part, thought that no 
delay was ncceifary for that purpofe ; for furely, gentlemen 
who were pleafed to fpeak their fentiments fo dccifivcly, 
wanted no time to make up their minds, unlcfs the Houfe 
were inclined to adopt the ingenious and cpigrammatical mode 
of alteration of an honourable gentleman, who had faid, that 
the only good thing he thought could be found in the bill was 
the claufe, which enabled Parliament to revife, alter, and 
i^mend the bill in the prefent feffion. Now, what fort of a 
bill that was to be, which had the whole of its provifions ex- 
punged, he fhould not attempt to explain. If indeed there 
was any ferious objedtion to the principle of the bill, how were 
gentlemen who pretended to have fuch objedlion, to account 
for their condud this night, after having fuifered the queflion 
for the fecond reading to pafs nem, con, [Here there was a 
cry of No! Nolj He proceeded and faidj he certainly did 
jiot bear any perfon objed to the queflion ; but furely they who 
pretended to oppofe the bill, either thought it was not fuch as 
ought to be farther difculTed upon the general principle and 
merits — or that they muft think that their arguments were fuch 
as had been already urged, and that it was needlefs to repeat 
them, for that the Houfe had already a Rented to the general 
principle of the bill, by the fandion given to the fccond read- 
ing. The principle being thus difpofed of, the queftion then 
was, whether there were any claufes in the bill which could 
not be difculTed in the Committee to-morrow, and whether 
gentlemen were not prepared for that purpofe. The right hd- 
noorable gentleman faid, that ail the claufes were either incf* 
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feSual, impolitic, or tyrannical. If he knew that to be the 
charafter of them, there could be no difficulty in his proving 
that in a Committee to-morrow, as well as on Tuefday. In- 
deed he faw no reafon for delay ; in the courfe of this meafure 
there had been ample time given to confidcr it. His learned 
friend had given notice of his motion for leave to bring in the 
bill, poftponed it, and, on the day he brought forward the 
motion, he had ably opened the general provifions of the bill, 
on which there was confiderable difeuflion, and many objec- 
tions flarted, which, in his opinion, were fairly and fully 
anfwcred. The bill had for its objeft provifions upon general 
points. [’Here he repeated the fubftance of the bill under di(lin£t: 
heads.] Theobjeflions were general, and the leading one, in 
a conftitutional point of view, was, that it added to the offences 
already declared to be treafon, at a time when there was not 
any reafon to apprehend any danger to this country ; that it 
was not brought forward under any circumftances which rc^ 
qiiircd any extraordinary exertion. He differed entirely upon 
that point, and it was in confequence of that difference he 
thought it was neceffary to amend the law of treafon. ‘ There 
often had been mentioned two dalles of men, who were fup- 
pofed to have oppofite principles — Whigs and Tories. There 
often had been thofe who called themfelves Whigs, but who 
in principles were Tories, and afterwards proved to be fuch. 
He knew how often it had happened that Tories had availed 
themfelves of the popularity of the charaSer of Whig, and had 
therefore aflumed the title and language without the principles. 
But without regarding names, when meafures ought alone to 
decide, he would fay, that thofe great men who had effcdlcd 
the revolution of 1688, and thereby alTcrted the rights and li- 
berties of the fubjeil, could not be deemed enemies to what 
they had thus nobly and firmly afferted at the hazard of their 
lives ; and yet thofe men had laid down a precedent, which the 
prefent bill followed*only at a diftance, and was verjrfar from 
equalling in point of feverify. The claufe againft fupplying 
the fleets or armies of France with naval or military ftores was 
allowed to be law already ; it wqs therefore neither new nor 
tyrannical j but rather a humane warning to perfons, to put 
them on theii;guard againfl afts which might bring upon them 
the penalties of high treafon. It might be doubtful whether 

I 
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the claufe for preventing Britiih rubje£ls from fupplying indi« 
viduals in France with naval or military (lores, was, or was 
not, law already; but furely it was humane, not cruel, to re- 
move the doubt, and prevent men from being enfnared b/the 
ambiguity of an old ftatiite. As to the claufes for preventing 
the infurance of French (hips, and the purchafe of lands or 
ftock in France by Britiih fubjefts, he would not fay any thing 
upon them, as they would probably be amply difculTed in the 
Committee; and he did not mean to anticipate the debate to 
which they might give rife; but he thought that he might 
without impropriety make this (hort obfervation upon them, 
that they ivcre fo plain and ample in their nature, that gentle- 
men could not (land in need of five days delay to make them» 
fclves mailers of their meaning. The claufe which feeme'd to 
have given the right honourable gentleman the greateft offence, 
and probably on account of which he had aiigrily bellowed the 
epithet tyrannical on the whole bill, was that which made it 
neceifary that Britifli fubjeds returning to England from 
France fhould provide themfelves with a paffport from the Se- 
cretary of State. I'his claufe was novel only from its mildnefs ; 
for in the a£l of King William, paffed in the bell of times, 
and by the moll declared and beft known friends of the Confti- 
tution, it was made infinitely more penal in a natural-born 
fubjedl of the King to return from France to England without 
leave. The then circumflanccs of the times juft ified the ri- 
gour of the a£l of William ; and the prefent ftate and principles 
of Frante would warrant a much ftronger meafurc than that 
which was to be enaded by the claufe in queftion. Every 
part of the bill was fimple, very little of it was new, and there- 
fore gentlemen could have no occafion for a delay till Tuefday 
to prepare themfelves for a difcullion of it. Thofe who thought 
it ineffedual, impolitic, and tyrannical, could difeufs it that 
moment, or vote for its rejeclion. 

Mr. FOX faid, that he never underdood that to be carrying 
a queftion nemine contradicente^ when feveral gentlemen had 
faid no to it. It was a new faftiion of confidering, that a gen- 
tleman can have 00 objedion whatever to any part of a mea- 
fure, if he did not take the fenfe of the Houfc by a divifion. 
His fentiments were already known upon this bill, and the 
reafon why he did not call for a divifion upon the queftion 
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upon the fccond reading was, that he underftood many gentle- 
men who approved of the principle of the bill, objeS to many 
of the claufes, and that a divifion upon the fecond reading 
would produce no good effedf, but that fomething might b9 
done in the Committee. The reafon wliy he wiflicd for the 
delay until Tuefday was not fo much for himfelf (for he was 
ready to debate it now,) as to afford an opportunity of acquir- 
ing fome information how a bill of fuch immenfe importance 
to the rights of EngUfhmen, was thought of out of the doors 
of that Houfe. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL denied that the bill was, 
in the flighteft degree, incffeftual, impolitic or tyrannical. He 
felt himfelf included among thofe who were ccr fured, as hav- 
ing favoured provifions that were inimical to principles of 
civil liberty; but he trufted that if fuch had been his condufl, 
the gentlemen by whom he was fupported on the prefent occa- 
fion, would have configned him to that fentence of felf-con- 
demnation which he fhould fo amply have deferved. He could 
not think that the bill was tyrannical, becaufe it impofedfome 
reftraint on the condu6l of thofe fubjefts who might return 
from France ; for if it ihould appear that fuch reltraini was 
unneceffary, the perfons concerned Tiad power to apply to tlie 
neighbouring Jufticcs of the Peace, His Majeftys Judges, or 
to die Secretary of State, in their own behalf. With regard to 
the popularity of the bill, genttemen, could only judge frowi 
the fentiments of thefe perfons without doors, with whom they 
had been in the habits of familiar intercourfe ; and if he might 
judge from what he had heard, the bill certainly was by no 
means unpopular. He was as little inclined, the Attorney 
General faid, to believe that the bill would prove impolitic 
and ineffiaual, as that the Public would coiifider any of its 
provifions tyrannical. It had been faid, that the claufe pro- 
hibiting the purchafe of lands in France, was a wild one; but 
that f; cn a claufe had been highly necelfary he was conftrained 
to believe from the fa6l which had come under his own know- 
ledge, of a land-furveyor having written a letter to a gentleman 
to ei^cufe his attendance on particular bufinefs, as he was en- 
gaged to go over to France to look* to fome lots of land efti- 
tnated at 6o,oool. which were abfolutely on fale. If the Na- 
tional Convention had dillinflly confelfed that the means of 
Vo^.XXXV. Ct 
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carrying on the war were to arife from the fale of lands, furcly 
a claiife which prevented Englifhmcn from parting with their 
money on the fecurity of fuch lands, was a deprivation to 
JFrance of the means of carrying on the war. As to the charge 
which had been thrown on Government of having libelled the 
people of this country, by the implications in which they had 
involved them by the terms of the prefentbill, he had flattered 
himfclf thnt that fiibjcft hud been dropped long fincc. It had 
been fuid at the beginning of the felTion that the loyalty of the 
people of England was libelled by the preparations of Govern- 
ment, and he did not imagine that the charge would have been 
renewed on the prefent occafion. It was a fa£l that the moft 
dangerous doflrines had gone forth ; do£lrines, the operation 
of vviiich could not be checked but by declaring them liable to 
the penalties of treafon. In former times, at the period of 
the revolution, the doftrine that the King, Lords and Com- 
mons could not regulate the fucceflion of the crown had been 
declared to be treafon, and were not the fame or more dange- 
rous iloclrines held out at this moment ? The meafures which 
Government had adopted had met the approbation of nine 
tenths of the people without doors, and of a confiderable ma-? 
joriiy in that Houfc; and, when tho(^ meafures had been dis- 
approved, the gentlemen who difapproved them had been the 
only libellers; they had been the libellers of the majority both 
of that Houfe and of the people without doors. The Attorney 
(jeneral next contended that the claufc prohibiting infurance, 
was neither impolitic nor incffcftual. It might be afked, 
ilnce many of the fads fpecified in the bill were treafonable by 
the Statute of Edward III. why make them fo again? To 
this quelUon he ihould only reply, that the repetition had not 
been made w ithout the fandlion of many examples on fimilar 
occafions. One reafon, indeed, why he thought that the pro- 
grefs of the bill ,lhould not be delayed, was, that much the 
greater part of the declaration of the bill had been fpecified as 
high treafon already, and fiibjcdt to feVere penalties ; which 
penalties were ftill capable of being enforced, previous to the 
paflingof the prefent bill. 

Mr. ALDERMAN ANDERSON declared it to be his 
opinion, that the prefent bill ought to pafs with all poflible ex- 
pedition, He profefled his confidence in the vigilance oT ad- 
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tniniftratlon, and of our naval commanders which liad already 
been manifefted by our capture offo many French vcflels, and 
was convinced, that, whatever exception might be made to 
fome of the claufes of the bill, no property belonging to the 
French ought to be infured in this country. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he joined the worthy Magiftrate 
who fpokc laft, in hoping that by vigorous exertion on our part 
the war would be brought to a happy termination ; he hoped 
alfo, that our ftiips may be out of danger, and he trufted he 
might fafely place confidence in His Majefty’s Miniftersi that 
by their exertions they would foon convince us, that the ru- 
mour gone abroad lately, that we were not able to attack (hips 
under the French flag, was unfounded ; he trufted, that what- 
ever might be thefe rumours, the worthy Magiftrate would not 
be found to have been too fanguinc upon that fubjedl. Mr. 
Sheridan faid, he did not mean to follow the learned gentleman 
through all his obfervations to-night, upon the queftion now 
before the Houfe, for the learned gentleman feemed to him to 
have forgotten the queftion entirely ; had he been either a little 
more flow or more alert in his thoughts, he might perhaps 
have met the fubjeft of debate, and have argued upon it. — 
The queftion was, whether upon the difcu/Iion of this impor- 
tant bill, the fliort fpace between this and Tuefday next, 
fhould be allowed to endeavour to underftand the claufes of the 
bill. The learned gentleman of courfe having ftndied the fub- 
jedl, muft underftand it perfeclly ; but he had not faid one 
word why other gentlemen, in order to underftand it alfo, 
Ihould not have time, as well as himfelf. Upon the former 
ftage of this bill, the learned gentleman faid nothing prelfing 
upon the point of lime ; indeed nobody could fiippofe that 
much expedition was thought of upon the fubjeft ; for war 
had been declared againft us long before any notice was given 
of any intention of bringing in this bill. There was another 
reafon for fome delay,, and one which had been prefled a good 
deal by the learned gentleman himfelf when he opened the bill ; 
he meant the alTiftance of gentlemen of the long robe, particu- 
larly that of a learned and moft able Member of that Houfe, 
atid ornament of his profeflion (Mr. Erlkine,} that afliftance 
coulH not be had, if the Houfe went into the Committee to- 
mofrow. As to the bill being in fome parts of it tyrannical, 

Qa 
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Mr. Sheridan obferved, that part of the fubje£t had not been 
fairly treated by the advocates for the bill ; they faid there was 
no evil in it for which there was not a remedy. If a man 
came from France, and was taken into cuftody for not c6m- 
plying with certain capricious diftindlions, he might apply to 
the Secretary of State to be difeharged, and he (liould have his 
liberty. How ? If the Secretary of Slate pleafed, but not 
otherwife. Could any thing be more tyrannical than fuch a 
meafure? As to the libel on the people of England, that they 
were many of tlicm difpofed to fedition, that the prefeht times 
are full of danger, and that the bill in quellion is only a miti- 
gation of the law of treafon as formed by the founders of the 
revolution, there was the moft grofs mifapplication — at the 
time when the alterations were made in the aft of K. Edward 
III. and quoted as a fpecimen, there was indeed rcafon to ap- 
prehend fedition and rebellion ; that was a law in confequcnce 
of the petition of the people praying for it, and it was carried 
againft the influence and in direft hoftility to the Crown. In- 
deed, Mr. Sheridan faid, it was mattcrof aftonifliment tohim, 
that gentlemen could fltew their faces to the people of this 
country, and tell them gravely, that there is treafon and fedi- 
tion in this country ; and that there arc the fame reafons at 
this day for tlic bill in queftion, as there was at the time of the 
revolution ; that the prefent moment required the fame rc- 
ftraints, as when there was a plot againft the fafety of the 
State ; that the people, when they were quiet, muft fubmit to 
be treated as traitors ; and that at this hour, the fame rigour 
in principle was to be obferved. Men were brought daily to 
the block, when there was a plot for the aflalfination of King 
William. To fay that thefe were times ftill more dangerous i 
.upon his honour, he was aftoniflied at the effrontery of fuch 
obfervations. He was fiirc the charge of fedition on the people 
f)f this country, was a foul calumny upon them. Let the At- 
torney General produce^ his proofs. Let him tell that Houfe 
that he would take up one man in the kingdom for treafon. 
Let him name one man whom he fufpefted. Let him charge 
one man with a (editious view. But whenever thefe queftions 
were aiked, inftead of fhewing the exiftence of the evil, Mi- 
ntfters contented themfelves with producing a /emedy. • Did 
wc afle for proof of ledition ? Look at the Alien bill^ was the 
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anfwer. They proved the diftcmpcr, by infifting on providing 
a remedy. Like a ph)rfician faying to a perfon who knew him- 
felf to be well, “ You want phyfic;** or, ** You muft be 
Bled to-day.’* If the anfwer is, I am well, I do not. 
“ want your afliftance;** then the DoSor would affeft a refo- 
lute tone, and infifl; on bleeding his patient to-day : and if he 
did. not then findhimfelf ill, to put him in a (Irait waiftcoat to* 
morrow. With refpcft to what the right honourable the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had faid upon Whigs and To- 
ries, IVfr. Sheridan did not doubt his ikill. He did not know 
any perfon fo well fitiiated to prove that a man may aSe£t to 
be a Whig, and be a Tory in his heart : he did not know a 
man who had greater reafon to feel what he faid upon that fub- 
jedl, or to underftand it better. However, he believed that if 
the right honourable gentleman meant any thing by what he 
faid on that fubjedl, he meant to convey a fentimcnt, and efta- 
blifli a dofirine, the moft pernicious of all to public liberty — 
that public profeflion of principle is altogether a piece of delu- 
fion upon the people of this country. This was done by the 
Miniftcr with a view of bringing all public fpirit into con- 
tempt, to deftroy all diftinclion between the friends of free- 
dom and the friends of dcfpotifm, and to build his own power 
upon the ruin of both : but, whatever he might think, there 
was too much good fenfe in the people of this country to be 
impofed on by fuch Hale attempts ; they began to fee the dif* 
ference between their friends and thofe who wifhed to deceive 
them. Mr. Sheridan concluded with faying, he had no doubt 
but that Minirters began to feel that the ftory of feditions, and 
all the trade of the alarmiils, began to flag, and therefore this 
bill was brought in to revive the delufion ; but the people 
might be faid to be like thofe who are fworn at Highgate — 
they never would take any counterfeit while they could have 
the reality. 

Mr, Chancellor PITT explained, that he did not allude to 
the number of diifatistied or feditious perfons in this country 
when he mentioned our being in danger. By danger he meant 
:the propagation of certain principles, which, if carried to 
. their full extent in this country, it would be in a worfe fitua- 
tion than cyen in the time he mentioned. With refpect tp 
the infmuation of the honourable gentleman upon Whigs and 
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Tories, if any abandonment of principle was afcribed to him, 
or the attempt to fubdue all principle in political confldera* 
tions, he begged leave to fay, it was an imputation which he 
difdained. He then infifted that he held not the principles of 
feme perfons who had lately called themfelves Whigs, but the 
principles of liberty fettled at the Revolution. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, whether the right honourable gen- 
tleman difdained the imputation he did not care, only the 
more difdain he exprelTcd the more Mr. Sheridan thought he 
had put the point aright. The right honourable gentleman 
faid he was not one of the living Whigs, or thofe who lately 
called themfelves fo. Indeed, Mr. Sheridan faid, he did not 
hear him name any living Whigs, but obferved that he feemed 
to allude to fome dead ones. I wllh, faid Mr. Sheridan, he 
would take fome of our Whig principles from us, inftead of 
Whig Members. 

Mr. S. THORNTON wiflied to know whether the bill in 
queftion would afFeft bills of exchange from one country to the 
other# 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL faid, he did not mean 
any fuch operation to this bill, and promifed to attend to the 
fuggeftions of the honourable gentleman who made the hint 
when the bill came into the Committee. 

Lord JOHN RUSSELL fpoke in favour of the delay of the 
Committee, as moved by Mr. Fox. 

Mr. MARTIN w^as alfo for the delay ; but faid he had not 
changed his mind on the propriety of the bill itfelf. He re- 
minded gentlemen who had promifed, that as we arc at war 
we muft fupport it. Although we might deteft the principle 
on which it was entered into, he had no objeftion to enter into 
an inquiry into the condu6l of thofe who brought us into the 
w^ar ; but as we are at war we muft do all in our power to 
bring it to a concluiion, and this bill appeared to him adapted 
to that purpofe. 

Mr. WHITBREAD declared, that he had, for one, pro- 
fefl^ his intention of fupporting the w^ar, if it was once en- 
tered into ; but* he did not conceive that fuch profeiBon hadf 
pledged him to the unqualified fupport of every meafure of* 
Adminiftration. He thought the condud of Mkiifters in the 



DEBATES. 


A. 1793* 


119 


prefent inllance highly indecent^ and ftrenuoully urged the pro* 
priety of deferring the commitment of the prefent bill. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL explained. 

Mr. T. GRENVILLE oppofed the fpeedy commitment of 
the till. 

The Houfc divided on Mr. Fox’s Amendment ; 

Ayes 37;, Noes 127. 

The original motion for going into a Committee on the bill 
to-morrow was then put and carried. — Adjourned. 


Friday^ 7/ld March, 

The order of the day being read for going into a Committet 
of the whole Hoiife on the bill for preventing traitorous corre- 
fpondence with His Majefly’s enemies^ and for preventing the 
aiding and aflifting of His Majefty’s enemies during the pre- 
fent w'ar, the Speaker left the chair, and Mr. Serjeant Watfon 
took his feat at the table. 

On the preamble of the bill being read by the Chairman^ 
which ftaied that it is expedient more effeftually to prevent 
traitorous correfpondcnce, &c.. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL moved, that the confi- 
deration of the preamble fliould be poftponed till the difFc- 
rent claufes of the bill ihould be gone through.” What- 
ever provifions, and he believed that many might be made in 
addition to thofe contained in the bill, they all would come re- 
gularly forward in ci e Committee. 

Mr. FOX faid he was happy to hear that the gentleman who 
brought in the bill began to think that it was n • perfed, and 
that it might want fome modiheation. For his part, he 
thought the provifions of the bill to be fuch as ought to meet 
Ae deteftation of the People of this country. He fliould at- 
tend to whatever modifications fliould be offered ; but the bell 
modification he knew would be that of expunging all the 
claufes out of the bill. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT recommended moderation of temper 
in the difeuflion of this buflnefs.' 

Mr. FOX faid he wanted to prevent the progrels of a billf 
i^hich the imagination of man cquid hardly think of without 
aftonifliment — a bill which perhaps was never equalled in the 
defj^tifm of its principle ; and he knew that thofe who bfou^ 
I 
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It in could not, without confidcrablc vigilance from others, be 
prevailed upon to pay any attention to the Conftitutipn of this 
country. 

Mr. GREY objefted to the preamble, becaufe no fa6l,had 
been Rated on which the mcafure could be juftified. Though, 
therefore, it was unufual to oppofc the adjournment of a pre- 
amble of a bill, he fliould oppofc it in the prefent inftance, 
becaufe he conceived that the preamble ought to Rate the ne- 
ccflity on which the bill had been founded. If it were only 
the intention of Admlniflration to clear up any doubts that 
might arife upon the conftruftion of the 25ih of Edward III., 
that intention (hould be Rated. What he objefted to was the 
manner in which the preamble was worded, the infinuations 
which it was calculated to fofter, and the ideas of alarm which 
it tended to encourage. Government might perhaps fee that 
thofe apprehenfions of danger which they had excited were ilc-* 
crcafing, and might conceive the prefent a very proper meafure 
to raife them again to their former height ; but though this 
might be a proper mode of conduft for Adminiftration to 
adopt, it was not a proper mode for thofe who conceived that 
every violation of the principles of liberty fubtrafled fomc- 
thing from the common happinefs of the human race, and who 
thought, that, in proportion as the former Were difregarded, 
the latter would be facrificcd, and in the end annihilated, 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL exprefled his furprife at 
the oppofition of Mr. Grey to the poRponement of the pream- 
ble. The bill certainly was founded upon the 25th of Ed- 
ward III. ; but he could not fee the neceflity of entering into 
a fpeciiic Ratement of that circumRance in the preamble. 
There were gentlemen in the Houfe who alTumed to them- 
felvcs the names of patriots; how dcfcrvedly he would not 
fay. Without boaRing fo much of his patriotifm, he would 
take the liberty of faying, that he was as much a friend to li- 
berty as thofe gentlemen ; and he conceived that he a£led in 
perfedl confiRencc with tliat charafler when he fupported the 
prefent mcafure, fo neceflary to the carrying on of this moR 
jtjR and neceflary war. With refped to the provilions of the 
bill, certainly fto one would fay that it was improper to pre- 
vent the exportation of flores. With refpeft to prohibiting 
f6r|bn5 going to France, he was fully convinced of the JJro-? 
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priety of that prohibition^ for no man could go to Paris but 
for fome bad purpofe. 

NJr. GREY adhered to what he had formerly faidi that tht 
preamble of the bill proceeded on infufHcicnt grounds, and 
dated unfairly and falfely the objeft of the bill. He had cer- 
tainly promifed to give his fupport to the carrying on the war, 
in confequence of which he had already given his concurrence 
in voting the neceflary fupplies ; but he never could conceive 
himfelf pledged to withhold his cenfure from the remiffnefs of 
Minifters, or to fupport them in meafures of the nature of the 
prefcnt bill, which appeared to him both unneceflary and mif* 
chievous. At any rate, fuch a meafure could only be juftified 
under extraordinary circumftances, and upon fome great and 
important urgency, the exiftence of which ought to be previ-^ 
oufly afeertained by clear and fatisfaftory evidence. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL defended the propriety 
of the preamble, and dated that, in adopting it, he had fol- 
lowed the example of Lord Somers, and fome of the greateft 
men that ever were in this country, who had given preambles 
of the fame kind to bills of a fimilar nature. In every a6t of 
this fort it became indlfpenfably neceflary that it fhould admit 
of a more general interpretation than could perhaps be wiflied, 
if the evil could be otherwife fufficiently guarded againd. As, 
for inftance, in the prefent cafe, it might, no doubt, be true, 
that fome perfons going from this country to France, or re- 
turning hither, might have no improper intention or bad pur- 
pofe whatever ; yet as other perfons might probably go there, 
or return from thence, for purpofes holtile to this country, it 
became neceflfary, in order to guard effeftually againd thefe, to 
make a general regulation, prohibiting all perfons either from 
going to France, or returning from thence, except under fuch 
regulations as may be confident with the fafety of the State. 

Mr. MARTIN faid, that, although he would not give Jiis 
fupport to any meafures propoled by Miniders which he might 
think unjudifiable or wrong, yet he begged leave lo put it to 
gentlemen who had prdtnifed to give their fupport to the car- 
rying on the war, whether they ought not to ^ive a fair and 
candid fupport ? and as he thought the prefent meafyre well 
calciflated to accelerate its iffue, it certainly had his appio- 
hation. 

Voi.. XXXV. R 
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Mr. HAWKINS BROWNE faid, that althoug^i there 
were fotot gentlemen who had differed from him on the fub> 
je& of the neceffity of the prefent war, and v^ho had fup^fed 
it might have been averted by negociation ; yet now that we 
had been fo unjuftly attacked, and were a£tually at war, he 
had hoped that every gentleman would unite in fupporting fuch 
ineafures as might be neceflary to the carrying on that war 
with vigour and effect. He then proceeded to ftate that the 
preamble of the prefent bill, as well as its different regulations, 
appeared to him extremely proper, and fully juftified by cir- 
cumflances requiring no evidence, becaufe apparent to every 
one. Compared to that of the prefent time, the danger at the 
time of the Revolution was trifling, great as it was ; it was 
undoubtedly important to fix the Government in the perfon of 
our glorious Deliverer from Popery and arbitrary power ; but 
the queftion now is, whether we fhall have a King at all ?— 
Mr. Browne was proceeding, when 

Mr. BOUVERIE called him to order, as having deviated 
from the queftion before the Houfe. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that altliough a debate, fuch as 
the prefent, was rather unufual, as it had always been the 
prance in Committees in that Houfe to poitponc the confide- 
ration of the preamble of a bill till after the difcuflion of the 
different claufes, and for this evident reafon, that it might be 
the better adapted to the bill, as it might be ultimately fettled 
and adjulled ; yet, upon the footing on which the poflponing 
the preamble had been oppofed, he conceived the honourable 
gentleman (Mr. Browne) had been completely in order, and 
perfedlly corred in Hating his reafons for thinking that there 
was fufficient evidence of danger to juftify the prefent meafure. 

Mr. HAWKINS BROWNE went on to ftate the danger 
arifing to this country from tlte principles and objeds pf France 
in the prefent war ; its evident intention to interfere in the in- 
ternal polity of this countiy ; and his abhorre.'ice of the idea 
of our receiving what he might otherwife reckon a benefit, if 
impofed on us by the power of France, becaufe the Conftitu- 
tion fpurned all foreign interference. Had he been a Jacobite, 
he could not have brought himfelf to have'rcceived fromTuch 
influence the eftablilhment of his favourite King. 
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Mr. SHERIDAN agreed that the honourable gentleman 
f^pofite to him (Mr. Browne) had been perfe&ly in order ; 
but it had been faid that his honourable friend had been difor* 
dcr^ in his oppofition to the poftponing the preamble, which 
he could by no means admit. It might be true that in nlany 
cafes it was ufual and proper to poftpone the preamble ; but 
in this cafe, where the affumptions in the preamble afford the 
only juftification of the enaftments of the bill, to defire of 
gentlemen to poftpone the preamble, without requiring any 
proof oT thefe aftumptions, was in truth defiring them to agree 
to all thefe enactments of fuch a new and alarming nature, 
without requiring the fmalleft evidence that there is any ground 
of neceffity for them whatever. 

Mr. ANSTRUTHER alked if, when gentlemen objefted 
to the preamble of the bill as containing an abfolute falfehood, 
they meant to difpute that it was expedient to prevent the cor- 
refponding with, or giving aid or affiftance to. His Majefty^s 
enemies ? for nothing is afferjed in the preamble except that it 
is expedient to prevent thefe three things. It had been faid^ 
however, that tlie preamble ought to be poftponed till the fails 
are proved, and, if the preamble ftated any fpecific faCls, he 
Ihould perhaps agree to this. The prefent bill was one of pre- 
vention, and he confidered the merit of it to be that h came in 
at the beginning of a war, before any correfjpondence with 
the enemy had taken place, or that any aid or alfiftance had 
been given them. He then vindicated the general principle 
and feveral claufes of the bill. 

Mr. POWYS faid, that it was the uniform praSicc to 
poftpone the preamble of bills till the different claufes were 
dlfculfcd, and ftated that, in his opinion, the Houfe had al- 
ready decided upon the nccefiity of the bill as well as its prin- 
ciple, by giving leave to bring it in. 

Mr. FOX was decidedly of opinion againft poftponing the 
preamble, and infifted that, before acceding to a propolition 
fo new and alarming, it Ihould at leaft be juftified by a clear 
proof of an urgent neceffity. The honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Anftruther) had quibbled on this preamble in a moft ex- 
traordinary manner, and had been obliged to ftate it unfairly 
in«ordcr to fupport his deduftion : he has afked whether it can 
be denied that it is expedient to prevent correfponding with 
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His Majefty’s enemies, &c. ; but tHe viords of the preamble 
arc, that it is expedient more effeflually to prevent fuch cor* 
refpondcnce, &c. ; and he would aik, on the other hand, wjjc* 
ther, without any knowledge of the infufficiency of the exift- 
ing laws, or of any dangerous and extraordinary urgency, 
you would think it right to go on to the enabling of fuch 
- dreadful provifions as fome of thofe which compofe this bill i 
Gentlemen talk of what had been done at the Revolution : let 
them follow the example of thofe who a£led at that time, by 
ihewing evidence of the neceflity of the prefent meafure. He 
could not agree with much that he had heard that night ; for, 
upon the principle now aflerted, if a handful of men, how- 
ever infignificant, or however fmall in number, fhould hap- 
pen to entertain opinions fubverfive of the eftablilhed Confti- 
tution, this alone would be held fufficient to juftify the inveft- 
ing Government with the mod arbitrary powers, though there 
cxifted, in fad, no real danger. An honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Browne) had faid, that, if he was a Jacobite, he would 
not take the part even of his favourite Monarch, if impofed on 
him by the power of France ; for his part, if the Conftitution 
which he fo much venerated w'as to be dedroyed, he did not 
care whether its overthrow Ihould come from France, or ori- 
ginate at home. He would fiipport Miniders in carrying on 
the war, but he would not agree to undermine the Conditu- 
tion ; and he could not give his concurrence to the proceeding 
one ftep farther in the prefent bill without evidence of fome 
great and urgent neceflity. It had been hinted, that inconve- 
niencies had arifen during the American war, from improper 
intercourfe with the enemy ; for his part, he had never before 
beard of it, and he v/as fure no fuch thing had ever been 
proved. He believed that, during the war which begun in 
1756, and ended in 1760, lefs redridions had been impofed 
than in any other war, and he would fubmit it to gentlemen, 
without any obfervation, whether this had ‘been attended with 
any bad confequences. 

Lord BEAUCHAMP thought that no parallel could be 
drawn between the war of 1756 and the prefent. This war* 
had peculiar features belonging to it, which fet at defiance all 
attempts at comparifon with former wars. In every forxner 
war the countries engaged rcfpe^led the Conftitutions of each 
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other ; but in this our enemy feemed fatisfied with nothing lefs 
than the complete deftruflion of our political eftablifhment. 
‘Th^bill which was about to come under the difcuffion of the 
Committee appeared to him a neceflary meafurc, and therefore 
he faw no reafon why they fhould deviate from the ufual fyllem 
of poftponing the preamble of the bill. As to the articles 
which were prohibited from being exported to France, the ne- 
ceffity of the prohibition was very plain, for France had pafled 
a decree containing a fimilar prohibition with regard to imports 
from this country, with the exception of the very articles fpc- 
cified in the bill. As to thofe articles in the fale of which a 
man, it was faid, might be innocently engaged, it was no 
matter whether man’s intentions were innocent or treafonable, 
if the confequenccs of the a£l were equally pernicious to the 
Public. 

Mr, BURKE rejoiced that, in times of public emergency, 
the Minifters and the Legiflators of this country reverted to the 
falutary principles of our anceltors. This was undoubtedly 
the beft mode of difeharging their duty to the country; and 
while they adhered to this maxim, no perfon need apprehend 
that the Conftitution would not be taken care of. The pre- 
fent bill had been condemned with much acrimony by the gen- 
tlemen who led the oppofition phalanx ; but although he had 
liftened with the greateft attention, yet he had not heard one 
argument which could prevail upon him to alter his opinion, 
that the regulation now introduced was neither unwife nor un- 
conftituiional. They had been lavilh of their cenfurc, becaufe 
they alferted that the meafurc wanted precedent; but when 
they made this aflertion they did not recollect — what was almoft 
the fame thing, they did not chufe to recollcS — ^that in feveraj 
parts of hiftory fimilar precautions had been adopted by the 
Government for the time being. He would not overcharge 
their memories with inftances from remote times, but content 
himfclf with producing one palfed in the year 1688, when a 
happy Revolution took place in this country — not a Revolution 
ftained with blood and infamy, as that lately adopted in a 
neighbouring kingdom. To convince them of what he now 
advanced, he affirmed, that the next chapter to the Bill of 
Rights contain(?d an aft empowering His Majefty King Wil- 
liim to take up and imprifon all fufpe^ed perfons. The 
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people of thofe days, who were jealous of their rights and 
liberties, were not heard to murmur againft the proceedings 
of Government, but fuffered the whole to pafs in fllcnce, 
fully perfuaded that they afled for the fecurity of the nati6h at 
hrge* The fame policy was afterwards adopted by the Mi- 
niftry who followed ; and their political fagacity was much 
applauded* With regard to Whig and Tory, if properly 
underftood, he hoped that neither of them would be confider- 
edas enemies to the country. A Whig was, in his opinion, 
a perfon who agreed to the Conftitution of King^ Lords, 
and Commons; but who, on any public mlfundcrftanding, 
would adhere to the ariftocracy and democracy of the coun- 
try, ratlier than yield to the monarchy. A Tory was a per- 
fon who aSed upon a contrar}^ principle, by favouring, on 
all bccafions, the prerogative of the Crown. Thofe who be- 
lieved that the Conftitution w'as amply fecurc without the 
prefent bill, argued on falfe principles. The Conftitution 
alone could not defend itfelf. It required all the manly ef- 
forts of thofe who were its guardians to repel every ftorm 
which menaced its overthrow. No period occurred in hiftory 
more detrimental to its vital principles than tiic prefent ; and 
Government merited applaufe and gratitude in proportion to 
their vigilance and aftiVity. 

Some gentlemen had condemned adininiftration for their 
remifs conduft ; but they ought to recolleft, that a little rclt 
from the fatigues of bufinefs was at times requifite. Sleep, 
the Sifter of death, was as necelfary to the body politic as 
** to the body natural. Sleep was a ceftalion of ail our facul- 
ties. It was a relaxation which infufed into all the vital 
ftamina a new portion of health and vigour, and enabled 
all the Members to exert their various funSions with a 
greater impulfe and effeft. I therefore rejoice that Mi- 
niftry are aroufed, and predidl the happieft coiifequences 
from their energy. From their refoJution and aftivity, I 
anticipate the overthrow and humiliation of the enemy; 
** and have no doubt but that '.he warmeft congratulations 
wdll follow their enterpiife and fuccefs.’* ** You arc now 
at war with an enemy who has waged war with your con- 
ftitution, and who has been but too fuccefsful in eftabiiih- 
ing among you a dangerous domcftic faftion.** [Here 
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there was an interruption of No! No! No!] Mr. Biarke 
proceeded by faying, that gentlemen might now deny the aC* 
ferfion — ** but at a future period I will name them, to their 
confuflon, though not to their (hame! 1 1 And if it were 
a Houfe, as it is a Committee, I would perhaps embrace 
the opportunity of communicating my information and 
“ fentiments thereon.’* Every kind of Government, what- 
ever m^ be its organization or ftru6lure, implied and requir- 
ed that a man Ihould furrender part of his natural rights to 
obtain thofc that belong to fociety — in a word, that he ihould 
forego part of his liberty for the fecurity of the remainder* 
It was this focial principle which induced men to unite* and 
frequently to deprive themfelvcs voluntarily of their freedom, 
that made them fubmit to a temporary inconvenience with 
the view of making it afterwards permanent. Thus k was 
that in a fiegc it was found neceflary to ftop all intercourfe 
between the befieged and the befiegers — to prevent all oppor- 
tunity of defertion, and modes of injurious communication. 
Under the preflure of certain difficulties, it w^as ufual to raife 
the draw-bridges, let down the portcullifes, and adlually to 
imprifon themfelves — their view however being the ultimate 
prefervation of tlieir liberties. The enemy of England ap- 
peared now at their gate ; and however contention may at 
times prevail between parties aiming at power, or influenced 
by different political opinions, this w^as a lituation which ad- 
mitted of no difunion. Dumotirier, in advancing into Hol- 
land at the head of his barbarians, confidered his acquifition 
incomplete, without carrying his conflitution ^ong with 
him. Every civil or political reftriftion whatever that was 
new, muil appear a hardfhip upon an Englifliman ; but thole 
H^riftions were impofed to fecure advantages of the greateft 
poflible magnitude and importance. We had nothing lefs to 
apprehend than flavery, and fubmilfiontoa foreign yoke, the 
laft of all calamities. He would wifli Brutus to fubmit to 
Cscfar, or Caefar to yield to Brutus, rather than that Rome 
(hould be fubdued by any foreign conqueror. • So it was with 
IBn^Iand. Any internal inconvenience which might refult 
from granting unufual power to the Mi [lifters of the Crown, 
even if badly exercifed, was infinitely preferable to the fitua- 
tjon we mull be in if Duinourier and his barbarians were to 
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come amongft us, and, with an appeal to the Sans CulotUsp 
convoke primary aflemblies, to rob, and at the fame time to 
Icgiflate for the nation. The prefent bill was neither con- 
trary to reafon, nor repugnant to law. A variety of in- 
ftances might be adduced to prove this aflertion. It was no 
greater hardfliip on the fubjeft to fay, you fhall not aid or 
affift the common enemy, than to fay, you Ihall not keep 
tools or inftruments for coining in your pofleflion. An aft 
had" been pafled prohibiting men from wearing publicly 
black mafks, becaufe, under that difguife, many afts of out- 
rage had been committed. It might, he ludicroufly obferv- 
cd, be thought a fcandalous aft of oppreflion to prevent the 
fubjeftsfrom the enjoyment of a public mafqucrade — but the 
neceffity of "the times rendered it neceflary. It was needlefs 
to go into a detail of the various prohibitory laws. The 
whole hiftory of the police contained explanations of the fub- 
jeft. Mr. Burke then took the opportunity of denouncing 
the feveral clubs of France that had beftowed upon him fuch 
marks of obloquy. This denunciation he confidered as an 
aft of reciprocity, becaufe they had been particularly atten- 
tive to him. ** I fliould not, Mr. Chairman, be very glad 
to fee in this country the yifitc Domiciliare. It is a very 
** pretty exprellion, but I confefs I am not over zealous for 
its praftice. There again is the Tribunal Revolutionnaire^ 
** which I never wifli to fee introduced here, however highly 
“ the French Republicans may extol the fyftem. And laft, 
though not leaft, the Douce Fraternite, All which happy 
‘‘ Aflemblies I hope will he confined to France, and not at- 
‘‘ tempted to be enforced on the people of tiiis country, noN 
** withftanding the wonderful panegyric on Liberty, Eqiia*- 
** lity, Unity, and Indivilibility. I would rather fubmit to 
the hazard, great as it is, of the danger mentioned by jMBP. 
Fox, than to the flightefl chance of being governed by the 
“ French Culottes.^' 

Mr. Burke proceeded to read from the Moniteur of the 17th 
infiant, the following extraft from the fpeech of Citizen La- 
fource in the Convention — ** The moment is not yet ar- 
** rived in which may be feenat the bar of your revolutionary 
** Tribunal, that Oreftes of the Britifh Parliament, the 
madman Burke, that infolent Lord Grenville, or that 
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** plotter Pitt. But the moment is arrived, in which the 
“ Public have fummoned them to the bar of’ their opinion. 
The moment is arrived in which they are configned to the 
d^eilation of all nations, whofe execrations and anathe- 
mas they fo ^richly deferve — Scourges of the earth, and 
vultures preying upon the vitals of the people. They have 
** failed not to fcatter their crimes, and their gold, to di{tra£t 
a nation which they defpaired of being able to conquer.— 
** Contented with her own liberties, France felt no wifli of 
carrying her arms beyond her frontiers, till (he was provok* 
ed by unneceffary afls of aggrellion. Her anger is now 
“ roufed, and thofe againft whom it isdire6led, lhall feel the 
tremendous effefts of it. The machinations of thefe men 
are difeovered — Their gold and their infamy are fcattered 
in vain— Let thefe confpirators againft the human race know 
this and tremble — We have fwords, and we have men to 
wield them. They have mifreprefented the independence 
of the French nation. They have invariably reprefented 
us as robbers and as cannibals. Soon fliall they be laid 
** proftrate before the Statue of Liberty, whence they fliall 
rife only to mount the fcaffold that awaits them, and to ex- 
piate, by their death, the evils in which they have involved 
the human race.” Mr. Burke again reverted to the bill in 
queftion, and faid it did not occur to him to be a meafure of 
that kind, which a general engagement to fupport the war 
would pledge gentlemen to fupport ; but for his part, he voted 
not upon general fupport, but as fupporting rationally and po- 
litically in this particular inftance, that kind of war in which 
we are at prefent engaged ; and he concluded with obferving, 
that although he thought it neceflary at prefent to give to Mi- 
nifters fuch diferetion as was propofed to be entrufted to 
them by the prefent bill, yet he certainly conceived that they 
would be refponfible for any grofs abufe of that diferetionary 
power. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that the? right honourable gentle- 
man who had juft fat down,^ had, as he ufually did, made a 
very eloquent fpeech, and, as ufual alfo, applied his wit, his 
mirth, and humour, upon fubjefts Which did* not perhaps flidl 
for either — wars, treafons, murders, and mafiacres. He 
flioufd not follow the right honourable gentleman upon aU he 
Vox. XXXV. S 
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had faidi becaufe that would be entering into the difcufllon of 
points arifing out of the claufes of the bill, which, in his opi- 
nion, ought to be referved for difcuffion in the Committee,— 
The right honourable gentleman had begun with faying he war 
always defirousof appealing to the Houfe, on the fenfe of what 
he called the good times of the Conflitution. Mr. Sheridan 
faid, he Ihould be glad to join in that appeal, if he faw it done 
with an honcll intention, or if he did not fee that this was done 
by gentlemen who only referred to thofe times when they had 
to introduce any fubje£l which had for itsobjed the increafe of 
their own power hereafter, and took references from times of 
danger, for the purpofc of quoting the degree of confidence 
which w'as then thought to be ncceifarily repofed in the offi- 
cers of Government ; and thus the better to prepare the people 
at this time for the fame confidence, when the fame danger did 
not exift, and confequently where there could not be the fame 
reafon for fuch confidence and power. Here the right honour- 
able gentleman's deception began. He faid, that immediately 
after the declaration of rights, and the bill of rights, came a 
power by which the King was enabled to order any perfon to 
be taken up, and that on fufpicion only, of being an enemy to 
the (late. Having advanced thus far, the right honourable 
gentleman then came to a conclufion diredlly, that what was 
done on that occafion fliould certainly, by the fairefl: reafon, 
be done on this; for, faid he, would you not do now what the 
wifdom and virtue of your anccltors prompted them to do un- 
der fimilar circumftances ? The anfwcr was plain and ffiort. 
The circumftances are not fimilar. We were, at the time 
that the right honourable gentleman alluded to, at the xra of 
a rcYolutlon. Was that the cafe with this country at tliis mo- 
ment ? Did the right honourable gentleman, or did they who 
pretended to agree with him, mean to fay and to pcrfeverc in 
it as an argument, that we arc now in an equal degree of dan- 
ger, as we were at the time of the revolution ? If this was an- 
fwered in the affirmative, then tlicre might upon that anfwer 
be an end entirely to every barrier which the fubjeft ever had 
againft oppreflion ; for if wc were now in a ftate as alarming 
a$4fet that period, the argument would go to the fufpcnfion of 
the -Habeas Corpus aft, and to place the whole kingdom under 
martial law. But it feemed that the prefent t^mc was to be 
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confidered fimilar to that of the revolution to a degree only— 
To what degree ? If two or three faftious perfons could be 
named in this country, was that to be confidered as fimilar in 
fuch a degree to the time of the revolution as to render it ne- 
ceflary to introduce the fame meafure of precaution as at that 
period ? But who were thefe very fadtious perfons ? Upon 
this, h6wever, the right honourable gentleman had come to 
fomething like a pledge that he would name certain perfons of 
that defeription at fome future day — I now challenge him 
to name thofe perfons when he pleafes,** faid Mr. Sheridan ; 
for painful as thefe obfervations are for me to make, I muft 
repeat to that right honourable gentleman that I expedl to 
hear his lift of names and his proofs, but then let me tell 
** him what fort of proof I (hall require of him.” He meant 
not to be fatisfied with the right honourable ganileman’s reite- 
rating his charges vaguely, or even of his naming any particular 
men, and calling them traitors, bccaufe we all knew the faci- 
lity with which that could be done* Nor did he mean to fay he 
fhoiild be contented with hearing general aflertions of our dan- 
ger. He fliould expedl to hear the right honourable gentleman 
mention the names of the confpirators, and tvhat they were ; 
and what meafurcs they had taken to manifeft their intentions, 
and confequently tojuftify the right honourable gentleman with 
loading them with the black appellation of traitors. He fliould 
expedl alfo of all the fupporters of the bill in quefton, as a mat- 
ter of necefiity and as a meafure jultified by precedent, foihc 
proof of that neceffity. If they failed in this, then he muft 
declare them the calumniators of the people of this country. 
At the time ijyrhicli was now faid to be fimilar to the prefent, 
he meant the revolution, fomething like evidence was given 
of the neceffity of the meafiires which Parliament adopted. 
A plot had been formed againft the King’s life, and the King 
himfelf came to Parliament and informed them of the difeovery 
of the plot, in a fpeech which he delivered from the ihrone- 
[Here Mr. Sheridan read the fpeech of King William to the 
Parliament — the fubftance of which was, that there was a plot " 
to alTaffinate His Majefty] Would th&right honotrrable gentle- 
man affure us that his prefent Majefty had made fuch a decla- 
ration Vo him, even in private ? That there was a plail laid 
for the fudden inyafion of the kingdom, (of which there furely 
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could be no danger, while we had fo vigilant and active an ad- 
miniflration ;) that fome of the confpirators were already in 
cuftody, and that care had been talcen to have the others di^ 
covered. Now, to be plain with gentlemen who faid ttfis bill 
was neceflary, he muft fay that he wanted proof, fomething 
like this. Now, what was the cafe in the prefent moment, 
and how ftood fa£ls with refpefl to fcdition in this country i 
Why, he believed there was one Editor of a Newfpaper who 
had been frightened by Minifters, and had run away ; an At- 
torney 'was under profecution on a charge for which he had 
given bail, and a bill-fticker was in jail! Thefe were the 
mighty proofs of the whole country being in a ftate of infur- 
redion! But to come nearer to the right honourable gentle- 
man’s do£trine, and the confidency of his conduct — he had, 
in the courfe of tl^e difcudion of this fubjedl, maintained the 
right of the Legillature to alter the fucceflion, and to Aipport 
the principle of punifliing thqfe who aflerted a contrary doc- 
trine ; and yet, if the right honourable gentleman was to be 
judged by his firft pamphlet on the French revolution, he 
would be the firft to incur that penalty. Having faid this, he 
returned to what appeared to him to be the real fpirit of trea- 
fon, and he defired the learned gentlemen on the other fide to 
refute him, if they could. The true way of defining treafon, 
was by the intention of the party, and the overt a£l was only 
to be regarded as evidence of the intention. As to the obfer- 
vations of the right honourable gentleman on the neceffity of 
rights remaining in a ftate of inaflion for a long time, that 
they might acquire new vigour, and his fimile of fleep to the 
body natural being the fame as inaflivity for a time to the body 
politic, there was no doubt of its being beautiful enough, and 
applicable too, for the Minifter had often fung a fort of lullaby 
to the Conftitution. But as fleep was the After of death, and 
yet relieved the human body from the wearinefs of labour, 
furely therp was no propriety in comparing it to the affairs of 
human life, and the benefit of civil rights ; for although a hu- 
man being might fleep to recover his health, there was no ne- 
neceflity for rights in focicty to be fufpended in order to be 
preferved. The only objeflion he had to the figure was, that 
k had no truth for its foundation, for there none of the 
wearinefs which required reft to any of the rights of the people 
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of this country. The right honourable gentleman bad made 
fome allufions to a fortrefs, and faid, that it was in fome de- 
gree like a prifon ; but it became fo only in confequence of a 
flbge. Here again truth was not attended to in the figure^ 
and upon this occafion he could not help coming to fome fads 
well known to the Public. This he did to (hew, that there 
was not any ground for alarm in this country, and when he 
had done fo, he trufted he (hould have anfwered the right ho- 
nourable gentleman upon his obfervation of a fortrefs, evi- 
dently defigned to prepare the people of this country forflavery, 
by comparing the ifland to a befieged fortrefs; then he mud 
alk whether there was any real caufe for alarm when the Duke 
of Richmond converted the Tower into a fortrefs, and gave it 
all the appearance of a place preparing to hold out againft an 
attack? Was there any information of defigns being formed 
for the taking it ? Were there any well-grounded apprehen- 
fions of any danger ? If there were, then the precaution of the 
noble Duke was right — Knot, he mull fay, that this was part 
of^ the fydem adopted by Minifters for a well-underilood pur- 
pofe; theyraifedan alarm which themfclvcs did not believe. 
The right honourable gentleman faid, it was not necelTary in 
all cafes, to prove the exifteiice of the crime, before he pro- 
duced the remedy. Here again, Mr. Sheridan fald, he muft 
obferve, the right honourable gentleman was wrong in prin- 
ciple; it was the elTcnce of juitice never to inforce a hardihip 
without a proof of its neceflity. As to the right honourable 
gentleman's obfervation upon a law, which prohibits a certain 
number of people going together with blacked faces, which he 
indanced as a proof that the law prohibits a thing innocent in 
itfelf, for the fake of preventing an evil that might poffibly at- 
tend it, he mud fay, that here again the right honourable gen- 
tleman was wrong ; for this very aiSl was not paifed without 
proof of there being a number of perfons who frequently had 
difguifed themfelves in that manner for mifehievous purpofes. 
However, he was far from faying that a man (hould never make 
ufe of any art in fupport of his virtuous intentions. If any per- 
fon carried a concealed dagger for the purp^fe of aifalfination, 
he was amenable to the law ; but if he only brought it with him 
•ooncealed^ and made ufe of it for the purpofe of heightening 
the efFe£l of an oratorical attitude in the delivery of a fublime 
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fpeech^ he certainly was not. Again, the right honourable 
gentlemen had alluded to the aft of Parliament which prohi- 
bited ihips of a certain fize and form from being employed in 
certain parts of commerce, in which the revenue was intereftedt' 
An aft, Mr. Sheridan faid, which was harfti enough, and 
fuch as he did not approve of, but yet it was not palled before 
there had been proof laid before Parliament of the evils cxilting 
which this aft was propofed to remedy. 

Thus far he had chofen to ftdlow the right honourable gen- 
tleman on his own ground, that laws were made againft things 
in themfelves entirely innocent for the purpofe of preventing 
mifehief. The truth, Mr. Sherdan faid, was certainly fo ; but 
then the right honourable gentleman forgot to add a few words, 
a little eflential to the fenfe of the maxim — after fomc proof 
was given of the neceflity of fuch a law the whole of this had 

^ been totally neglefted by the right honourable gentleman, and 
all the advocates for the prefent bill. The right honourable 
gentleman faid, that, as to the dedruftion of the conditution, 
he had no apprehenfion of it, and that he had no thought of 
giving it up ; and then he launched out, as ufual, into bitter 
inveftives againd the new affairs of France. Mr. Slieridan 
faid, he had no qbjeftion to our avoiding to imitate the French, 
and to aft for ourfelves in every thing. He wiflied that French 
principles, old as well as new, fhould be redded ; but if, in 
redding the new, we inclined to imitate the old fydem of go- 
vernment in France, we diould have no reafon to congratulate 
each other upon our prudence. The old fydem of that coun- 
try united ail things that were hateful to a lover of liberty. It 
was kept up by the mod abominable mode that was ever known 
in any part of Europe — by military infolencc, indead of civil 
law— by extraordinary trud and confidence in the King's Mi- 
niders, indead of watchfulnefs and jealoufy — by tame acqui- 
efcence in all his meafures, indead of redding or examining 
any part of them ; he wilhed, therefore, that as we rejefted 
the new fydem of politics in France, wc Ihould take care not 
to fall into any imitation of the old. As to what the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had faid upon giving up, if that became in- 
e\'itable, the liberty of his country ; and his remark, that were 
he Caefar, he fliould rather yield to Brutus, than tc^ the great* * 
monarch of Perfia ; die fituation of this country was not fo bad 
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as to make it neccffary to enter into the imagination of any 
man. that there was any danger to be apprehended to us from 
any dlfputcs between individuals to any number, much lefs be- 
tween any two individuals. But there might be danger in 
placing fuch confidence in any one, as to be blind to the ten- 
dency of his meafurcs, and fufFering him to proceed without 
oppofing them. Forwhea Hannibal penetrated Italy, and ar- 
rived at the gates of Rome itfelf, notwithilanding all that de- 
vaftalion, Rome recovered. After the Romans were attacked, 
and ily;city facked by' the Gauls, Rome recovered. But after 
Csefar had ufiirpcd the dominion, it never recovered : nor 
fliould he ihihk this country fafe, if any man in it, whatever 
his ftaiion might be, fhould be fuftcred to proceed proudly, 
haughtily, and arrogantly, as if he were above the law ; and 
fliould afterwards, by railing a falfe alarm among the people, 
by faying that the conflitution was in danger, that there were 
traitors in the country, ultimately obtain his objeS — the placing 
himfelf in his fituation with an eftablifhment of defpotic power. 
The next point to be confidercd was, that of the charges againft 
the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) in the National 
Convention. That right honourable gentleman had taken upon 
himfelf, on that occafion, to make ufe of the vifites domiciliares 
as praflifed in France, as a proof of their violation of the prin- 
ciples of juflicc. It was certainly harfli enough ; but upon 
tliis point, the right honourable gentleman might find feme 
topics at home that would very worthily employ his wit, if he 
pleafed ; for to him the grievances and diftrefles of mankind 
were fubjefls of his mirth. He might fee in this metropolis 
the vifites domiciliares thriving wonderfully under the aufpiccs 
of Mr. Reeves, and the fociety of which he was fo worthy a 
prefident ; as alfo under Mr. Luke Idefon, and Sir jofeph 
Bankes ; thefe gentlemen, by ihemfelvcs and agents, particu- 
larly the latter, had entered into a great number of hoiifes, and 
had called upon the occupiers of them to give in a particular 
defci iption of their iilmates, the fex, the age, the fiature, the 
colour, the complexion. Inlhort, Sir Jofeph particularly had 
examined into thefe circumftanccs, with all ihe curiofity of a 
ilaturalifi ; and he mult fay, that unJefs we abandoned this prac- 
-tice, we fhould complain with an ill grace of the vijiUs domi^ 
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' dUaris. As to the danger to which the right honourable gen- 
tleman alluded, and to which he faid he was expofed, unlefs 
he has more apprehenfion of it than I have for him, faid Mr* 
Sheridan, he will be pretty eafy under that confideration. Bpt 
indeed, if he had not faid he quoted from the Moniteur^ I 
ihould have thought that he was fpeaking from his own mind, 
and for himfelf, as the whole of the matter is perfc£Uy like 
the fubftance of his own fpeeches upon the affairs of France. — 
As to the gold to which the right honourable gentleman had 
alluded, certainly he had been a little public in the declaration, 
as well as the circumflances with which he had accompanied 
it ; he bad, indeed, in the hints he had thrown out upon that 
fubjed, and the poflible effeft of it, reminded Mr. Sheridan 
of th^ pradice in the trial of Sir Robert Walpole, when gen- 
tlemen in that Houfeufed to cry out, ^ Places ! places ! places !' 
But as to places, whether it was that gentlemen had lately gone 
over to the Minifter in fuch numbers, that there was not room 
for them all, or that, in the language of John Bull, they had 
cat up all the corn already, he knew not, but he believed that, 
all circumflances confidered, there was a tolerable fecurity, at 
lead for a time, for the independence of the right honourable 
gentleman. As to the obfervation of the noble Lord, that in 
all other wars between tins country and France, the two coun- 
tries had refpedively paid attention to the conflitiition of each 
other, he wifhed to know whether the noble Lord thought the 
fad fo, when that power wanted to force us to accept of a pre- 
tender to the throne ? and whether, if the French do not again 
receive Mr. Froft with an addrefs, and think proper to have 
another King, that we (hall then be in a date wherein we (hall 
have nothing to fear ? 

Mr. BURKE explained. 

Mr. HARDINGE faid, that if he could ever be arrogant 
enough to think of anfwering the honourable gentleman who 
fpoke lad but one, (Mr. Sheridan) it was become impradicable 
to-night, upon other grounds than thofe of his general fear to 
encounter him. For mod of his argument having confided in 
a dired attack upon the right honourable gentleman who fpoke 
lad, (Mr. Burke) a perfon df fo elevated a charader, and who 
had fo convinced the Houfe by his eloquence, that any formal" 
efforts to vindicate him, though even by the fird abilities, would 
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be injurious to the rank which he filled in the country^ and tho 
particular impreflion which he had recently made ; but he would 
explain to the Houfe upon what grounds he approved the er* 
pedioncy affirtned in this preamble, namely, the expediency of 
preventing with more efTeft all treafonable correfpondence and 
afliftance to the King’s enemies. He thought it expedient in 
every war, firlt, to declare doubtful cafes of treafon ; fecond, 
to make treafons that were clear, in point of law, better and 
more generally known ; third, to ena6t new treafons, if the 
cxigency^f the cafe naturally pointed them out. He faid, the 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Sheridan) had faid, that he hoped 
the new treafons would not be adjudged by the mere adl, but 
would be determined by the purpofe ; that he hoped in God 
they would not, in mercy to the individuals warned againft the 
offence, and in found policy for the public. If the legal cri- 
minality of thefe ads were to depend upon proof as to the 
purpofe, it would be a death’s blow to the policy of the bill, 
and would cnfnarc the individuals, leaving them at the mercy 
of a loofe interpretation upon the motives. He applied himfelf 
here to the ads of Parliament which the return to this country 
made penal, and in times that gave to us thofe famous Whigs 
theCavendilhes, the Bentincks, and the Ruffclls. In thefe ads, 
the return to the country being conftituted the offence, offen- 
ders were tried, and pleaded the purity of their motives. Lord 
Holt, the mod enlightened of all judicial men, refifted their 
plea, and after commending the policy of thefe new laws, af- 
firmed the offence to confill in the mere fad prohibited. He 
commended this bill (though made of courfe by the Tories, if 
they were not Members of the Whig Club) for foftening that 
penalty, and converting the offence from treafon into mifde- 
meanor, with a power fubjed to the refponfiblc diferetioh of 
the executive power to make it no offence at all, He faid that 
he was proud of the fupport which he gave to the Government 
in this bill, whofc preamble was its principle, and which 
principle he took to be this : it was a bill which intended, by 
the tenor of example, to avert that fpecies of adherence to the 
King’s enemies, which made our fubjeds their derekeepers,* 
their bankers, their indemnity, theif convoy, and their allies. 
W* ith refped to commerce, as far as this bill touched upon it, 
•he would cut thd knot, and would fay, Let it perilh, if to 
VoL. XXXV. T 



13# PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

keep it tlivc the war muft be fed by the expenditure of more 
blo^> and by the increafed peril of all that was dear to US9 
in the continuance of fo dangerous a conflict/’ As to lols 
and profit, he would aik, with whom are we engaged irs this 
traffic ? With common enemies ? With enemies who warred, 
in a general view, for profit and lofs ? No. With enemies 
who lived by confufion \ who hated all that was likely to be 
productive of permanent good, even amongfl themfelves ; and 
profited by the fubverfion of order in trade, as well as in every 
thing clfe. He juftified the feverity of this bill, in what he 
called the ne exeat y' and the ** ne redeaty' by a Tingle word, 

fraternity,” a word familiar at Paris, and engraved upon all 
the bayonets of our enemy in the field. It was the love, the 
patriot and proteCIing love, to us which he deprecated ; they 
loved us a little too well — 

Tantum tnfeltcum ntmium iilexit amuumJ^' Virg. 

They embraced our difafFeClion, and they declared their with 
to overturn the conftittition, as a favour to the Engllfh patriots. 
Why (hould the Englifli be refidcnt at Paris in fuch a time i 
Why fuch a domicil ? If they fought us with fraternity, would 
not the contagion of that good will to us be more likely to reach 
thofe with whom they lived in the habits of general focicty as 
friends ? The return was therefore ruTpicious upon the face of 
it, after fuch a refidence ; but the fufpiciun could be defeated 
and repelled by a fair account of the individuals to the execu- 
tive power, in whom the difcretion was repofed. If that 
power was not well chofen for the purpofe, and a better check 
upon the abufe of fuch a difcretion could be fuggefied, he would 
accept the fuggellion moft gratefully. For thefe reafons he 
thought the bill had ilated a corredt principle, and to which, in 
a general view of them all, its provifions were clearly, politi- 
cally, and even mercifully applied. 

Mr. CURWIN objcdled to the poftponcment of the pre- 
amble. 

Mr. RYDER faiJ, that after gentlemen had entered fo 
largely into the fubjed, be thought it right to conclude the 
debate on the preamble of the bill ; he fliould therefore vote 
againlt pofiponing the preamble,' and move that the pieanSok 
be now agreed to. 
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Mr. FOX admitted the propriety of not poftponing the pre- 
amble, and urged feveral forcible reafons why a better one 
might be fubftituted inllead of that which the Committee had 
befoft them. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT agreed alfo that the preamble Ihould 
not be poftponed ; but was of opinion, that after fo much dif* 
cullion, the Houfe might determine on it, and proceed to the 
claufes. 

Mr. T. GRENVILLE was for poftponing the preamble, 
until the Committee ihould know to what extent the bill Ihould 
go, in order that they might be made commenfurate. 

The queftion, ** That the preamble be poftponed,” was then 
put and negatived. 

Mr. GREY moved an amendment, that after the word 
** whereas,” thefe words be inferted — Doubts and inconve- 
niencies having arifen on the conftrudion of the 25th of Ed- 
ward III. ; and whereas it is expedient to obviate the fame 
in future ; and whereas it is expedient to prevent aftiftance 
being given to His Majefty’s enemies during the prefent 
‘‘ war, be it enaSed.” 

Mr. FOX wiihed that the learned gentleman would explain 
in what refpeft the ftaUite of Edward III. was doubtful, and 
how far the prefent law was declaratory, and how far enadlive ? 
He begged likewife to know, whether it was to be temporary 
or perpetual, and argued on the inconveniences which he con- 
ceived to be neceftarily attendant in either cafe. Mr. Fox re- 
gretted that the bufmefs fliould be brought on during the ab- 
fcnce of his learned friend, in confeqiience of his neceifary at- 
tendance on the circuit, when otherwrfc it might have been 
expedled to receive fo many lights from his profeftional know- 
ledge. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT contended that the terms of the pre- 
amble were precifely in reference to the tenor of the claufes. 
Mr. FOX fpoke in reply. 

The attorney’ GENERAL explained what parts of 
the bill were declaratory and what enadive. He regretted the 
ab&nce of his learned friend, but faid that if the bill were 
poftponed on that account, it woulH have to fall into other 
liands, than bis own, as he was obliged fliortly to go into the 
^country on a buiinefs perhaps at .leaft equally urgent. 
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Mr. SHERIDAN obfcrvcd, that the learned gentleman had 
faid nothing on the fubje6l of the amendment of his honourable 
friendi and thought that he had not been fufficiently explicit 
in anfwering the queftions that had been put to him relative to 
the prefent bill. According to the firft claufe of the prefent 
billf if a man thought proper to fend a pot of anchovies or a 
box of mackeronie, to his friend abroad, he might be hanged. 
Was tlut claufe cnadive or merely declaratory ? 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL fpoke a few words relative 
to the penalties cf the bill. 

Mr. FOX condemned the danger which men were made to 
incur by the penalties of the bill ; and hoped that the Legifla- 
ture of this country would not do that which had fo much 
difgraced the people on the other fide of the water, viz. deem 
lightly the lives of their fellow creatures. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL explained. 

The queftion was then put on the amendment, and negativ- 
ed; as it Hands in the printed bill, agreed to. 

On the firft claufe, 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL remarked, that he meant 
to fettle the time of the commencement of the aft by a parti- 
cular claufe. 

Mr. SHERIDAN alked, whether or not by the words, 
** within any of the dominions of His Majefty, or being a 
fubjeft of His Majefty,” it was meant that the aft (liould 
apply to His Majefty's Irifti fubjefts; and alfo, whether or 
not, by the words occupied by any force employed, or to 
be employed by France, or in alliance with France,” it 
w'as meant to extend the penalties of the bill to fupplying with 
the enumerated articles any port in the dominions of any ftate 
that might be over-run by, or drawn into an alliance with 
France, and what in this cafe was to be the definition or con- 
fir uft ion of force. 

The ATTORNEY GERERAL faid, the claufe did not 
bear that conllruftion, and that a man could be alone guilty 
of high treafon under it, who fhould fend the enumerated goods 
to a place occupied by a naval or military force, afting with, 
or preparing to aft in aid of France. 

Mr. FOX obferved, that this would lead to an abfurdity, 
for fiippofing a force Ihould be alfembled at Philadelphia, for*" 



DEBATES. 


A. 1793. 


141 


inftancc, to co-operate with France, it would be trcafon to fend 
the cnumferated goods to that place only, and not to any other 
within the jurifdidion of the thirteen dates ; or ihould a Ihip be 
lent with goods to a town where there was no French force, 
or force of a power in alliance with France, at the time when 
the (hips were difpatched, but fome fuch force (hould arrive 
there before the (hip, then the petfon who fent the (hip, 
would, without his own a£l, or knowledge, have committed 
treafon within the meaning of the claufe. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that this was by no means 
the meaning of the claufe; all that was to be underftood by it 
was, that he (hould be guilty of high treafon, who (hould 
fend goods to any place or country, occupied or overrun by 
the troops cither of France or her allies, without any reference 
whatever to the force belonging to the country fo occupied or 
overrun. He faid the difficulty would difappear, if certain 
words of the claufe, which he read, were omitted. 

Mr. VANSITTART wi(hedtoknow whether a Britifii 
fubjeft making a remittance in money to a perfon in a coun- 
try occupied by the French, fuch remittance being in difeharge 
of a juft and bona fide debt, could be faid to incur the penalties 
of treafon within this claufe. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL anfwered in the nega- 
tive; for the words were who (hould fell, fupply, or furnifh 
any of the enumerated articles, of which money was one ; 
now a remittance for the payment of a debt could not come 
within the meaning of the words, to fell, fupply, or fur- 
nifti. 

Mr. FOX infifted, that the learned gentleman w^as not 
fully aware of the whole of the difficulty of the cafe, for by a 
law already in being, cafh beyond a certain fum was not to be 
exported ; and by a fubfequeni claufe in the prefent bill, it was 
made penal to fend to France, or to countries occupied by 
her troops, or thofe of her allies, any notes, or bills of ex- 
change. 

Major MAITLAND a(ked, whether a Britifti fubjeft ac- 
» tually poffe/fing lands in France, was to be deemed guilty of 
treafon, who (hould fell in France, the produce of his eftates 
fkuated in |hat country i 
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL faid, he had no objeaion 
io a claufe for exempting Britiih fubjc6\s fo circumdanced, if 
any fuch there were, from the penalty of treafon, merely for 
felling the produce of their edates in France, fpecifying, how* 
ever, the exemption (hould not extend to fuch fubjeds as 
ihould acquire lands in France after the palfing of the prefent 
bill. 

Major MAITLAND obfervcd, that French emigrants in 
England, who had cftates in France, were, in point of equity, 
entitled to the fame oL jeftion. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL was of a different opi- 
nion, and for this rcafon, that Frenchmen, who had edates in 
France, might come to England, if fuch an exemption were 
made in their favour, for purpofes hoftile to this country. 

Major MAITLAND concluded, that whatever force that 
argument might have had before the pafling of the Alien bill, 
it could have none now, bccaufe His Majedy's Minillcrs had a 
power to fend all ill'difpofed foreigners out of the kingdom ; 
and if any fuch were fuffered to remain here at prefent, it was 
a proof of criminal remifl'nefs in the fervants of the Crown. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL admitted the force of this 
reafoning, thanked the honourable gentleman for reminding 
him of the Alien bill, which had efcaped his memory, and 
faid he would bring in a provifo for extending the exemption in 
quedion to Frenchmen who fliould be in the predicament dc- 
feribed by the honourable gentleman. 

Major MAITLAND fuggeded another hardfhip : he fup- 
poled the cafe of a foreign merchant, landed in England for 
the purpofe of fettling fome commercial concerns here, and 
that, in his abfence, a partner in his houfe (hould fuppiy the 
French with any of the enumerated articles without his know- 
ledge, fuch partner being authorifed fo to do by the law of his 
own country, he alked, whether, under this claufe, fuch mer- 
chant might not be faid to have committed an ad of treafon 
againft the King of England. He thought it would be abfurd 
to pronounce the man to be a traitor under fuch circumdances ; 
but dill he believed the claufe, worded as it was already, would 
reach his life. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL faid it would not, b^r 
•aufci as the cafe was dated, it would appear tliat the ad done 
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by the partner abroad was not with the privity of the partner 
in Englandi and confequently the latter could not be confidered 
as coming within the letter or fpirit of the claufe. 

Mr. FOX obfervedy that the claufe, making it treafon in any 
of the fubjcfts of the King to fupply the French with the enu - 
merated articleSi neceflarily included the people of Ireland, 
who were certainly fubjefts of the King, and confequently it 
went to legiflatc for Ireland, by making that treafon in an 
Irifliman by an Englifti aft of Pail lament which was not trea- 
fon by an Irifh adl. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that the difficulty darted by 
the right honourable gentleman was connc£lcd with points of ’ 
great delicacy. It was, no doubt, true that the people of Ire- 
land were the King’s fubjefts ; it was true that they had an in- 
dependent Legiflature; but as they had a common intered 
with the people of England, fo it might be prefumed they 
would adopt fuch regulations as were calculated for the general 
good of both countries, and of our empire. When any fuch 
regulations were to be propofed, one of the two Legillatures 
mud take the lead, but could not mean by that to for the 
other. He felt that the fubjecd was delicate, and therefore he 
did not much like to go into it ; but he thought he might ven- 
ture to go fo far as to fay^ that if England was to make an ad 
treafon in all His Majedy ’s fubjeds, which was fuch by any 
law of Ireland, if fuch ad was done in Ireland by an Irifli- 
man, who (hould afterwards come into England, he might be 
tried and executed for it. In like manner, if the Parliament 
of Ireland was to make an ad treafon in all His Majedy’s 
fubjeds, which w^as no treafon by any law of England, and 
{hould an Englifhman do that ad in England, and go after* 
wards to Ireland, he might be there arraigned and executed 
for it. 

Mr. FOX called this the mod extravagant dodrine he had 
ever heard : he faid he could underdand the idea of one coun- 
try legiflating for another under its dominion, but he had never 
heard of two independent countries legiflating by turns for 
each other. He put the cafe, that the I rifli Parliament (hould 
happen, for the purpofe of eifcouraging tillage, to give a 
bounty on the exportation of corn generally to any part of the 
world, at a*tiine when England made the exportation of it to 
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France, or to her allies, treafon by the prefent bill, he alked, 
lyhcther there could be common fenfe in faying that an Irifli* 
man, who, in his own country, would, in that cafe, tic en- 
titled to a bounty for having exported corn, fliould, in cafe 
ever landed, be liable to be hanged,, drawn, and quartered, for 
the very aft for which he had received a bounty at home. He 
equally ridiculed the doftrinc laid down by the right honour- 
able gentleman, that an Englishman might be executed in Ire- 
land by virtue of a law there for an aft done in England, and 
not prohibited by any law of England. Here difficulty arofe 
fr^ difficulty : the claiife, worded as it' was at prefent, would 
H^e it a queftion whether Irilh merchants, refiding w^ithin 
foreign countries, ought to be confidered as coming within the 
penalty of this claiife. His own idea was, that a law fhould 
be extended to thofe only whofe appearance in a court it was 
in the power of the Legiflature to compel, and therefore he 
was of opinion that the operation of the claufe fhoulil be con- 
fined to perfons refiding within the empire of Great Britain. 
Perhaps difficulties might' be ftarted alfo refpefting the colo- 
nies, whofe legillatures might think that the Britifh Parliament 
ought not to legiflate internally for them. 

The MASTER OF THE ROLLS faid, the debate had 
taken a very ferious turn, and he thought the queftion refpeft- 
ing Ireland deferved a grave and dii tinft difeuftion. He was of 
opinion that an aft declaratory of the 25th of Edward III. ne- 
ceffarily extended to all His Majefty’s fubjefls, and let the aft 
of treafon have been committed where it might, the perfon 
charged with the commiffion of it might be tried in England ; 
and this doftrine was clearly laid down by a ftatute of Henry 
VIII. With refpeft to the colonies, he did not, and could 
not, doubt the right of the Britifh Parliament to legiflate for 
them ; and when he heard that right queftioned, he was dif- 
pofed to think that Englilhmcn were going to diffolve the bonds 
of allegiance which held them together. 

Mr. FOX replied, that he had never doubted, much lefs 
queftioned, the right of the Britifh Parliament to legiflate even 
internally for the colonies ; he ever had, and ever fliould main- 
tain that right : all he meant to fay, when he firtt alluded to ’ 
it, was, that of late it had been a praftice founded in difcrc- " 
lion hot to call forth that right into aftion without neceflity. 
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But this did not apply to Ireland ; for if ever the Brittfli Par- 
liament had a right to legiflate internally for her« it had 
^fbienally and folemnly mnounced. 

Mr. ANSTRUTHBR put the extreme cafe, that the Par- 
liament of Ireland fhoujd repeal that part of the 25th of Ed- 
ward III., which makes it treafon to imagine the .King’s 
death, and that fcveral gentlemen in Ireland were, in confe- 
quence of that repeal, to form plots* for taking away His Ma- 
jefty’s life, he afleed whether any man could lay down fp ex- 
travagant a prppolition as to fay, that ihould thefe gentlemen 
afterwards come to England, they could not equally be brought 
to trial and punilhment here for that which was dill treafon 
in England, though it fhould have ceafed to be fo in Ireland? 

Mr. FOX faid, that fuch coiidu6l on the part of the Par- 
liament of Ireland, were it poffiblc, wotild afford a better ar- 
gument for feparating the two kingdoms, than for bringing 
per fens to trial in defiance of general principles. 

Mr. YORKE obferved, that the independence of Ireland 
was the confequence of a bill brought in by that right honour- 
able gentleman — a bill which l>e ever had confidered, and ever 
Ihould confider, as a very huffy and un wife meafure. He very 
much blamed thofe who had given rife to the prefent delicate 
difcuilion. 

Mr. FOX replied, that he certainly was one of thofe who 
had brought in the bill to which the honourable Member had 
alluded — ^a bill which he ever had defended, and would defend 
to the laft moment of his life. The difficulties of the State, 
which he had had no (hare in bringing on, had left hint no al- 
ternative, or the chance of feeing the empire torn by new dif- 
traclions ; be believed no meafure had ever been attended with 
more unanimity ; and he was fure that whatever trifling incon- 
venience might have been occaffoned by the independence of 
the Irifli Legiflature, no injury or difadvantage whatever had 
refultcd from it to Great Britain. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, thofe only were to blame for th# 
prefent difeuffion who had fo framed their claufe s/s to open a* 
dmr to jealoufies and difcontents iit Ireland ; and thofe were 
the friends of both countries who wi(hed to remove all grouads 
for j^loufies dnd difeontents between two nations who had 
one common intereft. The bill to which allufion had bemi 
^OL.XXXV. U 
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made VM fo far frotii having been hady or nnwife/that it was 
to that very bill we were indebted for the prefervation of the 
connc£lion between the two kingdoms. No man was mCaie* 
convinced than he was of the neceffity of a good unde rft and- 
ing between both ; and he had not a doubt, if left to them- 
felves, they would ever agree. The Irilh Parliament had ne^ 
ver yet refufed to adopt any law wliich England thought it for 
the benefit of the empire to make the law of the two coun- 
tries ; nay, it had rc-cnafted the Irilh aft, by which, and by 
which alone, the Crowm of Ireland was annexed to that of 
England. As for himfelf, he was fo thoroughly perfuaded 
that the two nations ought to aft upon the fame principle, 
that hoftile as he was to the prefent bill, and wifliing moft fin- 
ccrcly that it might never pafs into a law here, yet, flioiild it 
Vcome an aft of the Britifh Parliwment, it w^ould give hiiii 
very great concern indeed if it was not adopted by Ireland ; 
becaufe if it was not, England could not reap the benefit 
which fhe expefted from it, if it fhould not be rc-cnafted 
by the Parliament of Ireland. The good fenfe of the latter 
would always make her co-operate with England in the gc- 
ueral caufe, and there could not be good policy in forcing 
upon her, by a fide wind, a mcafure which he was con« 
vinced flic would be forward enough to adopt of her own ac- 
cord. Adverting to* Mr, Pitt’s doftrinc of the two kingdoms 
mutually legiflating for each other, he faid it reminded him of 
the manner in which a deep philofopher of Cambridge had 
once folved the queftion whether the fun turned round the 
earth, or the earth round the fun ? his anfwcr was, Partly 
** both, for it is fometimes one, and fometimes the other.' — 
Mr. Sheridan afterwards pointed out fevcral amendment* 
which ought to be made in the claufe, befides thofe which the 
learned framer had allowed to be neceflary ; and he faid he 
would not conient to pafs over the claufe in its prefent ihape, 
under a promife that provifos (hould afterwards be brought up 
for removing the various objeftions to the claufe ; for though 
fuch provifos were often promifed, he feldotn ever faw them 
afterwards produced, or producedjn the flage that was expefted. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL faid, he certainly had 
fomed his own opinion on thefubjeftof the*important dif<» 1 
ettffioji that had juft taken place, though perhaps it might not 



D E B A T E S. 




A. 1793. 

be found policy to (late that opinion at prefent ; howevec» as 
it was ‘a matter of great moment in itfelf, and as gentlemen 
iHU'lied to have farther time for difeuffing it, he was willing to 
adjourn the farther confideration of the bill till Monday. 
Accordingly he moved, That the Chairman (hould leave the 
“ chair, report progrefs,*and ailr leave to fit again.” 

The motion was carried, and the Houfe, being refumed, 
adjourned. 

Monday y 7.^th March* 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid, that he found it neccITary 
to-)lclay bringing forward his propofitions refpe^ting the trade 
and government of India till Thurfday next; and that, if 
fome ditficultics and mifunderftandings were not previoully re- 
moved, he would be obliged to defer fubmitting them to the 
confideration of the Houfe till after the holidays. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL meved, that the order 
of the day for going into a Committee of the whole Houfe 
on the bill for preventing traitorous correfpondence, &c,, 
“ with the enemy, during the prefent war, (bould be dif* 
charged, and that the Houfe (hould refolvc itfelf into the 
faid Committee to-morrow.” — Ordered. 

Mr. SHERIDAN began with alluding to the change that 
had taken place in the arrangement of the bufinefsof the week, 
and expreifed his fatisfadlion that the honourable and learned 
gentleman (the Attorney General) did not now conceive his 
bill to be fo prefiing as he and its other fupporters had done a 
few days ago, but had been taught to think that a matter of 
fiich momentous importance required at lead fome little confi- 
deration. Mr. Sheridan proceeded to fay, that, with refpeft 
to the bufinefs to which he was now to call the attention of 
the Houfe, his indrudlions had beeti, and his intention was, 
to have brought forw'ard, as on that day, fuch fadls and argu- 
ments as he trufted would have fully fupported the motion 
which he meant to have fubmitted to the Houfe, that leave 
(hould be given to bring in a bill for reforming the internal go- 
vefnment of the royal boroughs of «Scotjand. He had, how- 
ever, been given to underftand, that if the objed of the bill, 

, whieVhe now wilhed to introduce, was meant to be carried u 
fitr as bii former propofittoos on the fubjed had gone, which 

•Ua 
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was certainly the cafe, a determined oppofition would be given, 
even to the motion for leave tq bring in the bill ; by which 
means the matter would go off without any invtftigation, ^nycjt 
the great purpofe of thofe numerous and rcfpeiSable bodies of 
'men, who had fent up petitions to that Houfc, would be; 
thereby defeated^ viz. the having all the fads and evidence on 
the fubjed fully and fairly confidered and difculTcd. This 
being the cafe, he found himfelf inclined to change his plan, 
and to follow the mode which had been adopted taft ^ycar, of 
moving to go into a Committee of tire whole Houfe to takfe 
into confidcration the fcveral petitions which had been pre- 
fented in the prefent feffion, with the accounts and otiicr pa- 
pers on the table. He thought he might be juftified in faying 
that fuch admiffions on the fubjed had been already fandioned 
by the Houfe in the proceedings which took place laft feflion 
as tb the Lord Advocate's bill, &c., as ought to be a pledge 
againit refuiing leave to bring in fuch a bill as he would have 
to propofc ; but on this he did not wifli to reft, fince he was 
told an oppofition was intended, fcecaufe a full and fair in- 
quiry, wdiich is the great with of the petitioners, as cxprclTed 
in their petitions, would perhaps be beft anfwered by going 
into a Committee. It was indeed impofliblc that the fubjed 
could be fo well difeuffed, or that all the circumltances of 
which evidence had been adduced could be fo fully underftood 
and canvafled in the Houfe as in a Committee. The mode of 
proceeding which he would adopt in the Committee would be, 
firft, to move a firing of refoliitions, founded on lads, with 
jcfpcd to cxifting abufes \ fecondly, to detail the mode of re- 
medy which he would propofc ; and thirdly, the refort .would 
be a motion for leave to bring in a bill to effcduaie fuch re- 
medy. He tnifted that the right honourable gentleman oppo- 
fite to him (Mr. Dundasj could have no objedlioii to taking up 
thp bulinefs in this way ; that right honourable gentleman had 
fpoke with much feeling, at the beginning of this feflion, of 
his unpopularity in Scotland ; and he was told that that unpo^ 
pularity, fo far as regarded the prefent fubjed, was not fo 
much owing to the oppofition which bad been jgiven to it by 
the right honourable gentleman, as to the mode of that oppo-^ 
iition, by refuGng to go into any inquiry whatever, after fuch 
a mafa of evidence had been laid upon the in aonfequeafia 

. 3 
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of the orders of the Houfe. It would not furely be faid thai^^ 
there was not time to get through this bufinefs in the prefent 
J[^on, when the right honourable gentleman himfelf bad fe 
‘much other bufinefs yet to carry through ; s^nd he hoped alio 
that no remarks would be made on its not being brought for<* 
ward fooner. The petitioners were unqueftionably the beft 
judges as to the proper time of bringing on the matter^ and it 
feemed but a matter of prudence to allow the late panic, whe- 
ther well or ill founded, to fubfide a little, before proceeding 
in a bufinefs which had fomewhat the appearance of innova- 
tion, thoughi in truth, it was only in appearance. Mr. She- 
ridan concluded with moving, ** That the fcveral petitions, 
** &c., on the fubjefl of a reform in the internal government 

of the royal boroughs of Scotland, fhould be referred to a 

Committee of tlie whole Houfe.*' 

Mr. Secretary DUN DAS certainly thought that the matter 
had been brought forward at rather a late period of the fedion, 
dnd that this obfervation operated the more forcibly from th« 
very important bufinefs relative to India which was filon ta 
occupy the attention of the Houfe. There was upon the ta- 
ble an immenfe mafs of papers regarding the prefept fubjefi, 
and he was fiire he could demonftrate to the Houfe, that if the 
mode propofed by the honourable gentleman (liould be adopted, 
the bufinefs could not be gone through in two feifions. He 
had thought that the honourable gentleman meant to have 
moved for a Committee of another kind, viz. a Sele£t Com- 
mittee, who might clafs and arrange the papers on the table, 
and might make a report to the Houfe of the general import of 
the fads and evidence. At prefent he would only objed to 
going into a Committee of the whole Houfe, for the reafons 
which he had already dated, but would not oppofe the appoint- 
ment of a Seled Committee, though he thought it right and 
fair to fay, that, from the view which he at prefent enter- 
tained of the fubjed, he would mod probably feel himfelf 
obliged to give his decided negative to any propoCtion which 
Ihould go to fuch a length as he underdood was intended. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he would not objed to the propo- 
lal of thb right honourable Seemtary ; for perhaps it might tend 
to«£horten Ume, and to bring the bufinefs forward in a pcojpor 
fliape t it was lathar curious, however, that the right honourr 
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tbic gentleman (hoiild be furprifed at his not having now moved 
fora Seled Committee, as it would, no doubt, be recolledted, 
that he did fo laft year, and that it was more oppofed then th^ 
even an open Committee. There was, he faid, a peculiar 
hardOiip in the fituation of the petitioners, who had fully efta- 
bliflied, by evidence on the table, that the fpirit of their original 
charters had been departed from, that the public funds of the 
boroughs had been wafted and dilapidated, that money had 
been illegally extorted and exa£Ied by afteilments and otherwife, 
upon unjuft pretences, and that various other abiifes had been 
pradlifed. He had, however, no objediion at all to go into 
the propofition of the right honourable gentleman. As to the 
^appointment of a Sele<JI Committee, provided it fhould not go 
into any minute length ; and, although the papers and mafs of 
evidence were bulky, yet he thought, with the helps which 
the Committee wouldjiavc, it would not be difficult to arrange 
and digeft them, and he conceived they might be enabled to 
make the^ir report to the Houfe in about a week. He woiAd 
there|bre conclude with moving, ** That the feveral petitions 
prefented to this Houfe during the prefent Lllion, and the 
papers and accounts prefented during former feffions, re- 
fpeding the internal Government of the Royal Boroughs of 
Scotland, fliould be referred to a Committee, to examine 
** the matter therein contained, and to report thereupon to the 
“ Houfe.’* 


The queftion was put and carried, and the following gen- 
tlemen nominated on the Committee. 


R. B. Sheridan, "Efq. 
Charles Grey, Efq. 

Col. M‘Lcod, 

Hon. Major Maitland^ 
Hon. T. Erikine, 

W. H. Lambton, Efq. 

S. Whitbread, jim. Efq. 
I^d Wycombe, 
Laurence Dundas, Efq. 
W. Adam, 

J. R. Burch, Efq. 

W. Smith, Efq. 

J. C* Curweo, £iq. 

The Houfe adjouthed. 


Hon. H. Hobart, 

Lord Advocate of Scotland, 
Mr. Attorney General, 

Mr. Solicitor General, 
Lord Moriiington, 

W. Wilberforce, Efq. 

J. Sargent, Efq. 

Hon. K. B. Jenkinfon, 

R. Burdon, Efq. 

Sir £. Impey, 

John Anftruthcr, Efq. 
Hon. D. Ryder. 
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TueJdayj 26th March, 

JThe SOLICITOR GENERAL moved the order of the 
day for the Houfe to refolve itfeif into a Committee of the 
whole Houfe on the traitorous correfpondence bill. He faid 
he (hould have a number of amendments to propofe to the va^^- 
rioiis claufes of the bill ; thefe amendments arofe fr 9 m the fug- 
geftions of gentlemen who had taken up the difcuffion of the 
bill <injrormer occafions. The firrt amendments was to confine 
the operation of the bill to perfons refiding in Great Britain ; 
he then explained the general nature of the various amend- 
ments, and fuggefted that after the report the whole mighv 
be reprinted. The Houfe then rcfolved into the Committee 
accordingly. 

Mr. FOX faid, that he apprehended the idea of the learned 
gentleman who brought in this bill, in having the whole of it 
altered and afterwards reprinted, was a proper one, as he un- 
derftood it ; for he took it to be done with a view of correcting 
the blunders of the bill as it flood at prefent. Suppofing the 
bill to be neceflary at all, the confining the operation of it to 
perfons refiding within the realm w^as juft. When it came to 
be difcuflTcd after the whole was reprinted, he believed there 
would appear abundant reafon to fee that the bppofition it ori- 
ginally met was very proper, and he had no doubt but that it 
would after all be neceifary that it fhould be recommitted, be- 
caufe objedions to fuch a bill could be better difculled in a 
Committee than in any other ftage of it ; indeed he ihould like 
to fee a great number of amendments to the bill ; for without 
them it would be impoflible to proceed, as none could well de- 
bate upon a meafure that was not intelligible; when the bill 
was made intelligible, then be thought it might be poflible to 
difeufs it in a Committee. 

When the Chairman proceeded in the firft claiife, to the 
blank which was to be filled up with the day on which the bill 
was to, operate, 

' The SOLICITOR GENERAL propofed the 20th of 
April. 

* ’ Major MAITLAND thought it too early t day ; he doubted 
wh*etherthe bill would pafs before that day, conlidering that the 
hoUdays intervened* 
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Mr. FOX was of that opinion alb ; but obferved that it 
would be competent to any gentleman to move any amend- 
ments he might think fit. When the bill fliouid be in anotber' 
Committee, he fliould bring forward his obfervations chiefly 
upon the re-commitment. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT had no obje<9ion to the r^-commit- 
ment, but thought there was no occafion for delay ; the whole 
might be printed to-morrow, and the report might be taken 
into confideration on Thiirfday. He wifhed therefore that 
gentlemen who had any fuggeflions to make, would bring them 
forward^in the prefent Committee, in order that the whole 
lOdght be confidcred in a general view upon the report. 

Mr. FOX faid, he w ifhed to debate the claufes feparately on 
the report, and to fubmit to the Houfe his reafons for thinking 
they ought to be rejeded, being of a principle that could not 
under any modification be rendered tolerable to the fubjeds of 
a free country.^ 

Mr. ADAM faid, the time propofed for the commencement 
of the operation of the bill was much too (bort, nor could it be 
agreed to without manifefl injuflice to many inhabitants pf the 
kingdom. A great part of the fubjeds of this country were at 
fuch a diftance that it would be impoflible for the intelligence 
of the bill palfing to reach them, before the day its penalties at- 
tached, he meant the northern extremity of the kingdom, fuch 
as the Orkneys. Bcfides, by the pradicc of the Courts of 
law in Scotland, double that time would be allowed to the in- 
habitants of the Orkneys ; under fuch circumftances they might 
fubjed themfelves to the penalties of treafon, without even 
knowing it; he was therefore clearly of opinion that a longer 
time ought to be given. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL faid, he did not think tbt 
part of the country alluded to by the honourable and learned 
gentleman, likely to fupply the enenoy with any of the articles 
fpecified in the bill. 

,Mr. ADAM refuted this, by obferving, that they might fell 
lalt fiffa, which would certainly come under the bead of provi- 
/ions. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS thought that no local difiindion 
Mghtto be maick with refped to the paflTing an iSt of Parlia^ 
ment. )f, in the courfe of the progrefs of the biU# fbe day 
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flfould appev to be too dirly a one, nothing v^ould be 6alier 
than to titer it. 

GkEY thought the day much too early, and exp^ded 
Minillers to think fo too, when they refleded on the nature of ^ 
the bill, and on what had already happened. There had beien 
a long debate before they were able to go through three lines of 
the biHi If they thought they would get through the Commit- 
tee on Thurfday, they deceived themfclves very much ; a grealt 
. deal of debate was likely to arife upon this meafure in tHait 
Hoiife, and if it (hould ever go to the Lords, much debate 
might arife upon it there alfo ; he did not fee why Minifters 
fhould cxped: that fuch a bill fhould go on fmoothly ; he ifhould 
therefore advife a later period than the 20th of April. 

Mr. Secretary DUN DAS faid, there were many ftages of 
tho bill in which an alteration might be made as to this date, 
if that (hould be necelTary ; and as to perfons in the North 
fupplying either our enemies or our friends with provifions^ 
that did not appear to him to be very likely. 

Mr. ADAM again maintained, that every individual in the 
State was entitled to reafonable notice of the commencement 
of a law, and if he had no fuch notice, lie was treated very un- 
fairly ; but it would be cruel, indeed, to fubjefl him to death 
for want of fuch a notice. 

Mr. ANSTRUTHER was of opinion that the 20th of 
April was fufficient notice, for the tendency of the bill was well 
known already. 

Mr. COURTENAY faid, that with refpcA to things be- 
ing well known, we were often deceived ; thofe of the greateft 
confequcnce might be concealed for a long time. We all 
know that King William landed in this country four months 
before it was publicly known in the Orkneys. In this cafe, he 
thought the day muft be too early, and that many perfons might 
be liable to the penalties of high treafon, before they knew they 
had been guilfy of any offence. He made fome obfervationson 
the Secretary of State for alluding to the poverty of his native 
land.. 

' Mr. ERSKINE faid, he did not know what length of time 
would be neceifary to convey intelligence from that Houfe to 
thd.,Orkneys ;• nor did he know how much tithe might have 
elapfed from the time of the landing of King William to that 
VoL. XXXV. X 
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of its being publicly known ; if he had never perufed any thing 
but this bill) he Ihould find (bme difficulty in believing that 
King William was ever in the ifland ! He then obferved) that 
gentlemen who were fo eager about paffing this bill, did ntSt 
feemto have attended to its provifions ; he faid he was prepared 
to prove, that as it now fiood, it would fubjefi; to death a fa- 
ther who had fent a bank note to his Ton beyond the Teas, in a 
letter, if fuch a perfon w^as in the army, under certain circum- 
ftances, and this might bcdonebya perfon who had never heard 
of the bill. If this and many other points were not afkiended 
in the Committee, the bill would be a mafs of injuflice and 
cruelty. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL fupportedthc principle 
of the bill from precedent, and the provifions of it from ne- 
ceffity ; and faid, that from modifications of it in the Com- 
mittee, he hoped to obviate all objections. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS difavowed all intention of fay- 
ing any thing difrefpedful of Scotland. He did not wifh to 
have it underftood that he alluded to the poverty of it, for the 
purpofe of infinuating that its interefls ihould not be attended 
to. He wiihed to make this obfervation, that he might ob- 
viate the cffeCl of mifreprcfentation ; for he knew it to be sk 
trick fometimes played, to mifreprefent in an anfwcr what 
had been previoufly faid, for the purpofe of having that mif- 
reprefentation printed, to make a falfe impreffion upon the 
Public. He therefore begged leave to fay, that when he 
/poke of Scotland not being likely to offend againfl law in 
exporting provifions, he meant only to allude to articles fpe- 
cified in the prefent bill. 

Mr. BURKE fpoke at confiderable length, and alluded to 
the pdffibility of there being traitors in North Britain ; he alfo 
obferved upon the feditious difpofition in this part of the 
country, -and the neceflity of the prefent bill. 

Mr. SHERIDAN anfweredMr. Burke upon all the points 
to which he had alluded, and renewed the challenge which he 
gave Mr. Burke on a former debate upon this bill, which 
was, to name the perfoas whom he loaded with the title of 
traitors, or friends of the French, or enemies to the Conlll- 
tution, or any of the other odious additions which bis io^gi- 
nation could fugged to him« 
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Mr. BURKE admitted, that he had faid the French had 
endeavoured to create a fadion in this country in their favour, 
andj^hat they had to a certain degree fucceeded. He did not 
know any perfons in this country who had been guilty of any 
overt ads againft the Gonftitution ; if he had known any fuch 
peifons, he knew his duty too well to negled it, he would 
have given proper information before a Magiftrate, in order 
that fuch perfons might be brought to juftice. As to the 
other parr^ he had no perfon to name,- he only meant that the 
French had endeavoured to create a fadion in their favour 
in this country, and that they had fucceeded to a certain degree. 

Mr. SHERIDAN in anfwer, obferved that the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had faid in that Hoiife, that he could 
name perfons to their confufion, and that there cxifted a trai- 
torous fadion in this country; this he now abandoned ; he 
did not wifli to pin him down to his expreflion, and fliould 
take no farther notice of it, nor prefs any thing upon the 
fubjed again. 

Mr. RYDER fiiggefted the propriety of filling up the 
blank as propofed. 

Major MAITLAND thought the time much too fliort ; 
and as to the notice already given of this fubjed, he faid 
man in the kingdom was boupd to take notice of any pro- 
ceeding upon the progrefs of any bill in Parliament before 
it pafled into a law. 

Mr. FOX moved, that inftead of the 20th of April, the 
10th of May be inferted. After a (hort converfation the 
amendment was rejeded, and the. 20th of April inferted. 

On the part of the lirft claufe making it treafon for any 
perfon refiding within His Majefty’s dominions to contrad 
or agree to buy or procure, &c. &c. any of the articles enu- 
merated in the bill, for the French, 

Mr. ERSKINE reprefciUed that it was contrary to all the 
principles of the law of treafon, except in the Angle inftance 
of imagining or compalling the King*s death, to take the 
agreement or intention to do a thing, of which the perfon 
freeing or intending might repent before the thing was done/ 
for the ^ad itfclf, and making the intent as criminal as the 
flecd, whether the deed was perpetrated or not. 

X 2 
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On this a long debate took place, fupported by Mr. Er- 
^ne, Mr. Fox, Mr. Francis, Mr. Adam, and Mr. Sheri- 
dfm, on the one fide ; by the Attorney and Solicitor Gene- 
rals, Mr. Pitt, and Mr. Dundas, on the other. 

The Committee divided on the queftion that the words, 
** to contrad or agree, &c.” be omitted. 

Ayes - - 44 

Noes - - 131 

It was afterwards underftood that the Solicitor General 
Ihould propofe certain amendments, which were^agreed to 
fro forme ; after which the report was received, and ordered 
to recommitted on Thurfday next. Adjourned. 

Wedntjday, Vjth March. 

The Houfe having, according to the order of the day, re- 
folved itfelf into a Committee of Ways and Means, Mr. 
Hobart in thfi chair, 

Mr. Chancellor PITT rofe : he faid, he had then to 
communicate to the Committee the terms on which he had 
negociated the loan, which it had been already agreed, 
Ihould form a part of the ways and means of raifing the fup- 
ply for the prefent year. Gentlemen, he obferved, would 
recolledl, that the fum which he had to borrow was 4,500,000!. 
it was originally his wiih to liave procured by the fale of an- 
nuities in the 4 or 5 per cent (locks ; but, finding it inexpe- 
dient to purfue fuch an objeA, he had at lad determined to 
raife it by creating new annuities in the 3 per cents. The 
terms on which the lenders had agreed to advance their mo- 
ney, and which he had thought proper to accept, were, that 
for every 72 advanced to the Public, the lender (hould be en- 
titled to tool, (lock bearing an interell of three per cent. — 
This would make a capital in the 3 per cent, fund of 
6,210, oool. the intered of which to be paid by the Public 
would amount to 186,300!. a year. But this was not the 
whole charge attending the loan; for, by the a£l for Appro- 
priating the million furplus, it was provided that, whenever 
a new loan (hould be made, a fund equal to one per ce'i.». 
on the whole of it mud be provided, and applied to the liqui-' 
dation of it ; this woqld require an annual clftrge of 62,'ieol. 
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making in the wholie^ including the intereil, 248,4jooL per 
annum. He faid that^ if he was to look to nothing but the 
price the public (locks bore, when the loan was made, and 
' were he to confider only the general (late of the country, with 
refpe^l to its commerce, finances, and political afpedl, he 
could feel no difficulty in admitting that terms much more 
advantageous to the Public might reafonably hav^: been ex* 
peeled, than thofe on which he had deemed it necelfary to 
accept the loan. He therefore did not mean to fay that tlie 
term*s were good ; but he aifured the Committee they were 
the bed he had been able to procure. He had done every 
thing in his power to excite a competition among the monied 
men, but without effcdl ; for it had To happened tliat he had 
not received two offers on the occafion. Circuniltances, by 
no means connc£led with the political fitua^ion of the coun- 
try, had produced embarraffments in Tome commercial 
houfes, which calling for an immediate fupply from thofe 
that were connc£led with them, had a£lually occafloned a 
fcarcity of cafh, fo that thofe who but for that might have 
been difpofed to advance money to the Public, either had it 
not at command, or w^cre obliged to employ it in another 
channel. The advantages to the fubferibers with whom he 
had been obliged to clofc, after having in vain endeavoured 
to procure offers from others, were very confiderable and ob- 
vious: the difference between the actual price of the 3 per 
cents, and that at which they were to receive flock in that 
fund, was between 4 and 5 per cent, to this muil be added 
the circum (lance that the loan would bear interell from the 
5th of January lall ; this would make the to the fub-» 
feribets full 6 per cent, but it did not flop there: for it was 
vfual for the Treafury to allow a difeount of 2 per cent, for 
prompt payment, the fubferibers by their agreement to pay 
only by inflalments, fo that the premium would amount at 
leafl to eight per cent, in the whole loan. This he allowed 
was a very high premium ; but he could fafely declare, that 
he had omitted nothing on his part that might have afforded 
him the means of making a better bargain for the Public. 
He had fixed in his own mind a certain price for the new 3 
*p^r Cjsnts: for lefs than which he bad J-cfolved not to fell them^ 
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this he, did^not communicate to any perfon whatever, but 
kept it entirely to himfelf : it fo happened that only ono offer 
was made to him, and it did not exceed the price which, as 
he faid before, he had fixed in his mind : under the circum- 
ftances of the cafe, no competition exifting, nor fecond offer 
made, he thought it his duty to clofe with the only fet of 
gentlemen who had waited upon him to negociate the loan. 
At the time when he opened the budget, it was his intention 
to have admitted the Commillioners of the Sinking Fund to 
fubferibe their 1,650,000!. more to make up the whole loan : 
and what made him wifh fo to do, was an idea that he flioiild 
be able to procure the latter fum on eafier terms. But he 
foon abandoned that intention, when he found that he could 
not have faved above one per cent, in the premium to be 
Ijiven for it ; and fuch reafons were adduced on the occafiont 
as to fatisfy his mind that the advantage which would have 
“ accrued from the faving of 1 per cent, upon 2,850,000!. or 
from admitting the Commillioners of the Sinking, or in other 
words, the Public Fund, to a participation of the premium, 
would not have counterbalanced the national inconvenience, 
and eveniofs, which would have attended the mcafure. The 
reafons to which he alluded were thefc : firft, the purchafes 
daily made by the commillioners, ferved to keep up the price 
of fto<'k ; and of that the Public would reap the advantage, 
ftould the exigency of the ftatc require future loans during 
the prefent war. The next, and nioft powerful in his judg- 
ment, was, that were the CcHnmillioners allowed to fubferibe 
to a new loan, the 1,650,000!. annual furplus would be 
thereby diverted from its deflined objeft,' the piirchafe of 
ftock ; and confequently the period when 25,000,000 of the 
national debt Ihould be paid off, and when, of courfe, the 
Public Ihould be at liberty to redeem the 5 per cents., would 
be delayed, an event which would cod the nation as much as 
might be gained by the favings arifing from the redu^ion of 
die intcreft in the five per cents, to 4, three one half, or 3 
per cents. For all thofe confiderations, he had judged it beft 
to clofc with the terms offercd«by the fubferibers, and which 
he was then going to fubmit to the judgement of the Com-^ 
mittee. Before he znadb bis morion, he informed (be Com- 
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ibittee that he intendedi (hould the agreement for die loan be 
ratified,, to move for the continuance of the tonporaty taxes^ 
which having been impofcd for defraying the expences of the 
Spanifh armament, would, if not continued, foon expire ; 
they produced annually 287,000!. ; fo that after providing for 
the intercft and other expences of the loan, there would a 
furplus of more than 370,000!. a year. Having dated this, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer concluded by moving the follow- 
ing refolution : 

That the fum of 4,500,000!. be raifed by annuities, and 
that for every 72I. contributed and paid, the lenders (hould 
be entitled to lool. three per cent, dock, bearing intered 
from the 5th of January lad, &c.’* 

Mr. FOX obferved that the right honourable gentleman had 
darted the objcclions to his own loan in fo very fair and open a 
manner, that he, in a great meafurc, difarmed thofe who 
might be inclined to oppofe it, becaufe they could not in more 
forcible language urge what might be objefled to this very ex- 
traordinary ineafure. It was rather fingul a r, that becaufe one 
fet of gentlemen refufed to advance money except on terms 
highly difadvantagcoiis to the Public, thofe terms mud be ne- 
cciTarily and immediately accepted. He believed that had it 
been publicly known that a premium of 8 per cent, would 
have been given for money by the Public, offers of loans 
would have poured in from many quarters. What the right 
honourable gentleman had faid to colour the terms to which he 
had acceded, would, he believed, be found not to apply : he 
had faid, that circumdances not conncdled with the political 
fituation of the country had produced embarraffmenis in the 
commercial world, and occafioned a fcarcity of money: but 
he believed it would be found that the failures and fcarcity of 
money, to which the right honourable gentleman had alluded, 
and the political date of the country, dood towards each other 
in the relation of caufc and edc£l ; and that the former had 
been mod certainly occafioned by the latter. If that was the 
caufe, it was but too probable that future loans would be made 
in dill more difadvantageous terms, as the war, ftould it con- 
tinue any time, could fcarcely fail to produce additional fai- 
lurp$, and confequently a continuance, if not an increafe, of 
the prefent fcarcity of money. He condemned in very ftrong 
2 
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terms the right honourable gentleman’s plans for giving the 
whole loan to the prefent fubfcribers, to the exclulion*of the 
Cornmiffioncrs of the Sinking Fund. Had the latter been al- 
lowed to fubfcribe, the Public would have faved fcven percent, 
on 1,650,000!. and alfo one per cent, on the remaining 
a, 850,000!. objeSs of confiderable moment. He was of opi- 
nion that the reafons for excluding the CommilTioners were 
weak ; for the flocks ought to be left to themfelvcs, and they 
would always find their own level; and he would contend that 
an able Financier aSing for the public ought not to fpeculate 
upon the probable rife or fall of the funds, but ought to avail 
himfelf of any prefent advantage, without waiting for a pof- 
fibly greater one at a future day. Had the right honourable 
gentleman purfued this mode when the 3 per cents, were at 97, 
he might have paid off the 4 per cents, and gained an annuity 
of 300,000!. for the Public ; by waiting till the threes fhould 
be at par, he had loft that great and certain advantage. The 
prefent terms were fuch as he believed were never made in the 
firft year of a war, and the only queftion was, whether the 
Committee ought to agree to them, fuch as they were, or fub- 
mit to the poflible difadvantage of endeavouring to get better. 
Being of opinion that to obtain better terms was worth trying, 
he fhould vote againft the refolntion. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, he trufted the Committee was 
convinced he had done every thing in his power to excite a 
competUion among the monied men, and fo to make the beft 
bargain in his power for the Public. He allowed that on this 
occafion he had not fucceeded to his wifli, and that the pre- 
mium given for the prefent loan was very high indeed, but, 
at the fame time he muft fay that it was much lower than had 
been given in 1783 by the right honourable gentleman’s col- 
leagues in office, for on that occafion it amounted not merely 
to 8 but to II per cent. He could alfo fay in favour of it, that 
the iiitereft upon it w’as near one per cent, lower than that 
which was given for money at the commencement of the war 
in 1778. To this he fhould add that he had given the whole 
loan to the fubferibers, leavjng it to them to diftribute it as^ 
they fhould pleafe, and had not referved a (ingle (hilling of it 
for himfelf or any of his friends. 
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Mn FOX^rcplicd that the loan in 1783* in which he had 
been concerned^ as he was at that period in ofEce, had never 
been reprefented by him as an advantageous one to the Public ; 
on the contrary, he had always ftated it to be a very dear bar- 
gain, and to be jiiflified only by the circumftances of the coun- 
try at the clofe of a calamitous war. With refpeft to the other 
obfervation, that the prefent loan bore one per cent, lefs hi- 
tereft than that which was made at the commencement of 
the laft war, the right honourable gentleman was very much 
out of hif reckoning if he called the year 1778 the firft year of 
that war; it was indeed the firft of the French war; but it was 
the fourth of a very cxpenfivc and very ruinous war with Ame- 
rica, wiiich had greatly diftrefl'ed the public funds, and aifefled 
the public credit. 

Mr. S. THORNTON did the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
thejufticeto declare, that to his knowledge he had laboured, 
though in vain, to produce a competition among the monied 
men. Perhaps one caufe of his failure might have arifen from 
that a£l of Parliament, whether a wife or unwife one it wa« 
not for him to fay, by which Members of Parliament were 
prevented from becoming contraftors with Government.— 
This acl was of courfe a bar to any offer from the very wealthy 
merchants and bankers who had feats in that HouTe ; and con- 
fequently it fo far operated againft a competition. He was 
decidedly of opinion that the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
procured the very bed terms in his power; and that if the 
Committee fliould refufe to ratify the agreement, he could not 
be able to make another on terms advantageous. He was alfo 
of opinion, that it did not become the dignity or character of 
Parliament to break through an agreement, merely becaufe 
certain unforefeen and favourable events had occurred fince it 
was made ; he prefumed that Paliament would not be very for- 
W'ard to releafe the fubferibers from their contraft, if thofc 
events had been of a contrary completion, and fuch as would 
have made the bargain Icfs advantageous to the gentlemen who 
had advanced the money. 

Mr. DRAKE pronounced a high panegyric on the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer ; but ftill he faid he would never place 
a bl^nyd confidence in him, or fupport him againft the ditates 
of reafoii and truth. He confidcred the loan as extremely iua- 
Vot. XXXV. Y 
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provident, and too difadvantageous to the Public to he ratified 
6y Parliament : be was convinced that the loan might have' 
been procured on much better terms than thofe on which the 
right honourable gentleman had ncgociated it; he was mo- 
rally certain, that inftead of 72I. he might have procured 75I. 
at Icaft for the 3 per cent, (lock to be created ; and when the 
fubferibers refufed to give more than 72I. the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer ought, in his opinion, tohavefaid, “ Gentlemen, 
** I am your mod obedient humble fervant, I cannot treat 

with you on thofe terms.’* He was fare the right honourable 
gentleman mtift have been overreached, or he never would have 
confented to them. 

Sir JOHN SINCLAIR was of opinion that the right ho- 
nourable gentleman ought to have confuIteJ the Commilhoncrs 
of the Sinking Fund before he had made a loan from which 
they were excluded. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT replied, that as Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, he was not bound to alk them whether they ought 
or ought not to be admitted to fubferibe to the loan ; it was his 
duty to a6l for the Public to the beft of his abilities and judge- 
ment, and that duty he trufted he had faithfully difeharged. 
At the fame time he afTured the honourable Baronet that he 
had converfed on the fubjedl with the Commillioncrs. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, tlut one of the principal caufes of 
the difficulty which the Minifter had experienced in negociat- 
ing the loan, arofe from the vaft quantity of unfunded debt 
which was floating in the market : had he funded this debt, he 
would have found in new Exchequer bills a refource that would 
have fccured him from the confcquences of being at the mercy 
of money lenders. Lord North, by having, during the period 
of his adininillration, which preceded the American war, re- 
duced the unfunded debt to a moderate fize, was by that very 
meafurc enabled to raife money on terms much more favourable 
than if he had fufFered the market to be ovcrllocked with float- 
ing navy and Exchequer bills. ' 

Mr. Chancellor PITT defended the principle on which he 
a£Ied, when he declined funding the Excliequer aiid navy bills^ 
to which the honourable gentleman referred in time of peace, 
in particular, thefe bills might circulate without any ineonve* 
nience to the Public } and they bore at 'aU dmes a much lower 
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intereft than muft have been rai&d upon the Public^ had they 
been funded. 

Mr. DRAKE faid, he iviOied on the one hand to get rid of 
the bargain made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer^ and on 
the otheri to attain that end by the gentleil means; this he 
thought might be effcScd by putting off to a diftant day the 
farther confidcration of the bufmcfs ; he therefore, moved that 
the Chairman Hiould leave the chair, and report progrefs^ 

Mr. Chancellor PITT oppofed the motion; he faid he had 
no manner of perfonal intereft in the bargain that had bee^ 
made ; it was for the Committee to judge whether it was fuch 
as ought to bo ratified ; but though he was unconcerned for 
himfclf in this queftion, heVas deeply interefted in it for the 
Public, ^riie decifion upon the loan could not be delayed 
without great injury to the Public; and therefqre the Com- 
mittee ought to come to a dirc£l determination at once, and 
immediately cither confirm or refeind the agreement* which he 
had made. 

Mr. DRAKE faid, he was convinced that a motion for delay 
was improper ; he therefore begged leave to withdraw the one 
which he had made : at the fame time he declared, that to the 
rcfolutlon moved by the Chancellor of the Exchequeir, he 
W'ould give the loudeft No his lungs could bring forth. 

The Committee at laft divided on Mr. Pitt’s motion, which 
was carried by a majority of 53. 

Ayes, 74; Noes, 21. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT then moved various other refoiutioni 
for continuing the different taxes to wliich he had referred in 
his opening. 

Upon thefe there was ng debate ; and the Houfe having been 
refumedf adjourned immediately. 

fVedneJdayy 2*]ih Mnrch^ 

The report of the Committee of Ways and Means of ycftcr- 
day on the loan, was brought up. 

The refolutions being read, 

Mr, DRAKE jun. exprefled, in the llrongeft terms, hia 
difapprobation of the terms of the loan. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS poftponed the’ difeuflion of the 
^affairs* of the Edit-India Company to Monday fe^nnig^t. 

Y a 
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Mr. GftEY gave notice, that he (hould, on Monday the 
6th of May, bring forward a motion for a Parliamentary Re- 
form. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT moved, that the Houfe do, at its 
fifing, adjourn to Thurfday ncxt- 
This produced a fliort convcrfation. 

Mr. SHERIDAN obfcrvcd, that it had been generally un- 
dcrftood that private bufinefs w^uiild occupy the attention of 
the Houfe until after five o’clock, and therefore he did not at 
terfd until that hour, but he heard with fome furprlfe* that the 
rcfolutions of the Committee of yefterday had been read and 
agreed to, in the midft of private bufinefs ; this, he faid, was 
unfair and uricandicl, and he had no doubt but that many gen- 
tlemen would have obfer rations to make upon the report. 
Mr* Sheridan maintained that the Commiffioners of the Fund 
for the Redu£lion of the National Debt ought to have been 
cbnfulted upon the plan of the loan, and that they might, if 
they thought fit, advance for that loan the fum which was to 
have been applied to the redinElion of the debt, as mentioned 
by the right honourable gentleman on the opening of the bud- 
get. [Here Mr. Sheridan recited part of the aft by w^hich the 
Fund for the Reduftion of the National Debt was created.] 
His objeft, he faid, w^as to know what communication, it 
any, the Chancellor of the Exchequer had wuth the Commif- 
fiohcrsupon the fubjeft of this loan, previous to his concluding 
the bargain with the fubferibers. Mr. Sheridan thc.n moved, 
** That there be laid before the Houfe the communication be- 
** tWTcn the Chancellor of the Exchequer and the Coinmif- 
** fioners for the Reduftion of the National Debt, and the 
reafons afligned by them for not having demanded the right 
of fubferibing to the prefent loan.” 

Mr. Chancellor PITT oppofed, the motion, and faid, that 
the nature and fpirit of the aft of Parliament, by which the 
power of the CommUIioners was created, did not warrant the 
canftruftion put upon it by the honourable gentleman. 

Mr. GREY complained alfo of the imfairnefs with which 
the report of the Committee upon the loan had been palfcd 
through the Houfe in the middle of private bufinefs, when no 
gentleman thought of attending. He thought.it extremely im^ 
proper, that public bufinefs fhould be difpofed of in this 
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ncr. He came down to the Hoiife at four o’clock, and was 
affured that public bufmefs would not come oh for a confider- 
able time, for that there was a commiflion forgiving the Royal 
affent to fevcral bills ; in confeqiience of this he wei t up ftairs; 
and in the interval the report of the Committee was brought 
up, read, and agreed to: the Public would form their opinion 
upon this matter. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT difclaimed all ideas of wifliing to 
pafs any mcafure of importance through the Houfe unfairly, 
or by furprife ; and as to the public opinion upon this fubjeft, 
he faid, he was perfeftly contented it (hould be impartially 
formed ; but he believed this debate w^as brought on for a very 
different purpofe. 

A fliort converfation took place betw'een Mr, Fox, Mr, 
Ryder, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

The SPEAKER informed the Houfe, that private bufmefs 
was proceeded on until within twenty-five minutes of five 
o’clock, and that then the report of the Committee on the loan 
was brought up, read, and agreed to ; after which the gentle- 
man Ufher of the Black Rod came to announce the commiffion 
for the Royal aifent. There was more private bufmefs to be 
gone through. It was then underflood that in future the Chair 
lhall be taken at three before the Eafter recefs, and half after 
three after Eafter, and private bufmefs fhould be over at half 
after four. Mr. Sheridan s motion was then put and nega- 
tived. 

The Hoiifc then rcfolved icfclf into a Corxunittce of the 
whole Houfe on the bill for the more effeftually preventing, 
during the war, all traitorous correfpondence with the King’s 
enemies. On the firft claufe, which enadls, that from the 
2oih of April next, during the continuance of the prefent war 
between Great Britain and France, if any perfon refiding in 
Great Britain, knowingly and wilfully, fliall, on his own ac- 
count, or credit, or on the account or credit, or by the di- 
reftion of any other perfon or perfons \vhomfoever> or where- 
foever refident, fell, fupply, or deliver, or fend for the purpofe 
of being fold, fupplied, or delivered, or (1(^11 agree to fell, or 
deliver, &c, ihall be guilty. It was propofed to leave out the 
jvords — lhall agree to fell, or deliver.” 

he (jucftjon being put by Sir Elijah Impeyi the Chairman 
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of the Committee, ftrangers were, as ufual, ordered to with* 
draw. 

In the interval a number of gentlemen who had not been in 
the Houfe when the quefiion was put, entered, and fcated 
thcmielves on the minifterial fide. 

Mr. SHERIDAN infided, that as they were not prefent 
when the queftion was put, they were not intitledto vote. 

Mr. DUNDAhS contended, that the queftion having been 
put before the gallery was cleared, it ought 10 be put again. 

This brought on a long converfation on the point of qrdcr, 
which the Speaker at laft decided in favour of Mr. Sheridan, 
laying it down as the old eftablilhed rule, that the queftion 
might be put either before the gallery was cleared or after, 
and that being once put, thofe who were » not in the body of 
the Houfe at the time, could not be permitted to vote. 

The gentlemen who came in after the queftion was put, 
were ordered to withdraw, and the Committee divided, 

For leaving out the words, 27 ; Againft it, 51. 

In the difputc on the point of order, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer moved that the gallery doors be kept Ihut during 
the reft of the debate. They were kept fliut accordingly ; and 
-the firft claufe of the bill was very warmly debated on almoft 
every point. 

In the Committee, after the ftrangers had withdrawn, two 
amendments took place. 

Mr. "WILBERFORCE propofed to except cloth from the 
articles enumerated in the firft claufe. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer objefted, that as the French troops were fiiffering 
very much for want of clotlies, no one article could it be of 
more importaneje to prevent their being fupplied with than 
cloth. Mr. Wilberforce replied that the manufadlurers of 
Yorklhire had prepared great quantities of coarfc cloth in con- 
fequcnce of the demand from France, which, without the 
amendment he propofed, mufi lie upon their hands, as it was 
fit only for the French market. The amendment was adopted, 

Mr. R. SMITH, on behalf of his conftituents at Notting- 
ham, pleaded for ftotpkings, for which purpofe alfo an amende 
ment was made. 

Mr. SHERIDAN obferved, that as the Chancellor of the 
Exdie^ci had been fo generous as to allow the French coats 

3 
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to their backs and ftockings to their legs, he might as well let 
them have a few boots and (hoes from his conflituents at Staf- 
ford, and moved an amendment to that ciFef); ; but the amend- 
ment was rejefied. 

About ten o’clock, a fecond divifion took place on an 
amendment moved by Mr. Sheridan, to fecurc the intcreft of 
tlie foreign proprietors in the Britifh funds. 

Ayes, 34.; Noes, 113. ' 

Mr. FOX then went over the objeftions to the whole claufe, 
and the reigning contempt of the Britlfli Conftitiition, which 
pervaded every part of it. He obferved that the extraordinary 
powers which it granted to Minifters were only a fequtl of thofc 
granted by the alien bill — powers arbitrary and dcfpotic, be- 
caufe without refponfibility — powers which no good mail 
would alk for, or accept if offered to him. He animadverted 
on the manner in w Inch the powers granted by the alien bill 
had been exercifed, to the diftrefs, perhaps the ruin of indivi- 
duals, without an opportunity of anfwering the charges allcdg- 
cd againlt them, or being confronted with their accufers, 
while other perfons, more dangerous, rcmairled unmolefted, 
bccaufc private malice was not fo adlive againft them ; or were 
fiiffercd to remain in the country from having means of repel- 
ling the allegations to their difadvantage. He lamented the 
daily invafions of the Conllitution by fuch bills, which, if 
worth fighting for againft foreign enemies, was furcly worth 
defending in Parliament ^ and ridiculed the exclufion of ftran- 
gers, as a vain attempt to prevent the difeuffion of fuch a 
meafure from being as carnciUy attended lo as that of any 
other. 

Mr. W. GRANT anfwered, and Mr. FOX replied. 

Went through the firft claufeof the bill and adjourned. 

Thurfday, ^th April, 

Mr. COURTENAY gave notice, tljat he would take an 
tarly opportunity of bringing forward a motion relative to the 
fiutation of certain unfortunate perfons who had been confined 
in gaol at Nottingham for nolefs^than nine years, on accouitt 
pf falling under the cenfure of an Ecclefiaflical Court. 

•The order jof the day being read for going into a Committee 
•f the whole Houfe, to coniidcr farther of the traitorous corre» 
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ipondence bill| the Speaker kft the chair, and Mr; Hobart 
took his feat at the tabic. 

The CHAIRMAN (after mentioning that the firft claufe 
bad been already gone through in the Committee) proceeded 
to read the fecond claiifc of the bill; and having finiftied that 
part of the claufe which proljibits, under the pain of treafon, 
the purchafe, &c. of lands in France, 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL faid, that he meant to 
propofe an amendment to the claufe, for the purpofe of limit- 
ing its prohibit?ons folcly to the purchafing or agreeing to pur- 
chafe lands in the dominions of France, by omitting altogether 
the other prohibitions contained in the claufe as to the purchafe 
of affignats, &c. 

Mr. ADAM ftated, that as by the propofed amendment, 
the claufe would be rendered perfeflly nugatory, he would ra- 
ther hope that the honourable and learned gentleman (the Soli- 
citor General) would agree to amend it, as he had done fomc 
other claufes, by a total omiflion of it: but, if it was meant 
to be perfifted in, even under the limitation which had been 
propofed, he midt beg leave to fubinit to the Committee, that 
there were certain claffes of perfons who would be put, by it, 
into b. fituation of very peculiar and unjuft hardfliip ; he meant 
perfons who, with the inoft honed intentions towards this 
country, may have purchafed into the French funds prior to 
any rupture, or profpeil of rupture betwixt the two countries, 
and alfofuch perfons as, by marriage or inheritance, may have 
acquired property in ihefe funds: perfons fo polleii'ed of pro- 
perty in the funds of France w^ould be obliged, in confequcnce 
of cxifting regulations there, to commute the fame for land ; 
whereby the effeft of the prefent bill would be to fubjc6l inno- 
cent individuals cither to the total lofs of their properly, or to 
the incurring the pains of treafuii. 

Major MAITLAND obferved, that under the operation of 
the Alien bill, it could not be fiippofed that any ^Frenchman, 
who was not truly meritorious, would be allowed to remain 
in this country, and that it would be cruel andunjud in the ex- 
treme, to prohibit a Frenchman of this defeription, refident in; 
Great Britain, and who may have funds in France, from lay- 
ing them out in the purchafe of land there, perhaips in re-pur- 
^ lafing his own property. 
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Mr. FOX faid, that every part of the prefent bill appeared 
to him fo pregnant with mifehief and abfurdity, that he could 
hardly objeft to the omiflion of any part of it ; he could not 
however help obferving that, when it was recollected what 
had been the pretence held out as to the neceflity of prohibiting 
the purchafe of lands in France, viz. the preventing the Go- 
vernment of France from procuring money by the fale of lands 
for the purpofe of enabling them to carry on the war — it was 
truly a mod curious and extraordinary circumftance, that a 
propofition fliould coinc from the honourable and learned gen- 
tleman on the other fide of the Houfe, to allow the mod direft, 
fpeedy and efficient fupply to be given to the French Govern • 
ment by purchafing in the French funds, or fubferibing to a 
loan, and to limit the prohibition folely to the purchafe of 
land, which mud be admitted to be a much more circuitous 
mode of affording them fuch fupply. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL faid, that he had by no 
means been induced to give up the other prohibitions from 
any idea that the principle of the bill did not apply to them, 
but from finding that various difficulties occurred as to the exe- 
cution of them. 

A good deal of farther converfation took place, after which 
the amendment, as to leaving out all the proiiibitions in the 
claufe, except what related to the purchafe, &c. of lands in 
France, was agreed to : afterwards, on a fubfequent part of 
the claufe, which enads that, if any perfon, being a fub- 
je<d of His M^jedy, and out of His Majedy’s dominions, 
(hall in any fiA:h manner as aforefaid, make, &c. any fuch 
buying, &c. and lhall afterwards voluntarily return or come 
to Great Britain, every fuch perfon fo returning or coming 
to Great Britain, being thereof convicted or attainted by 
due courfe of law, (hall be deemed and adjudged to be 
guilty of high treafon, &c.*’ 

Mr. FOX argued, in very forcible terms, that the claufe, 
as it dood, involved the groffed inyudicc and abfurdity with 
refpeft to His Majedy’s fubjedls of Ireland; for if an IrUh- 
man in Ireland, were to treat for the purchafe of lands in 
France, he would do fo with perfect innocence, and would be 
liable to no punilhment on coining into Britain; but were he 
to go abroad out of the King’s dominions, for indance to Ham- 
VuL. XXXV. Z 
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burgh, in order to conclude the tranfaftion previoufly fettled 
and agreed upon, and ihould afterwards cobe into Britain^ 
the penalties of treafon would' inftantly attach upon him: — 
Where guilt was previoufly incurred, the coming into this 
country might bring the guilty perfon within reach of punifli- 
ment ; but that an aftion, innocent or indifferent when com- 
mitted, ihould change its nature, and become fubjeft to pu- 
nifhmcnt from the mere change of place, was in direft oppo- 
Ction to every principle both of reafon and of criminal law. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid a few words in vindication of 
that part of the claufe which had been juft objefled to, and 
faid that it appeared to him to be juft in its principle, and ex- 
prefled with fufficient precifion. 

Mr. FRANCIS objefted, in ftrong terms, to this part of 
the claufe; which, after fume farther converfation, was agreed 
to. 

A converfation afterwards took place between the Solicitor 
General, Mr. Burke, Mr. Anftruther and Mr. Jenkinfon, 
on the one fide ; and Mr. Fox, Mr. Sheridan, Mr. Adam, 
Mr. Grey, Major Maitland and Mr. Francis, on the other, 
as to the propriety of extending the pains of treafon to a breach 
of the prohibitions contained in this claufe, &c. * 

The queftion being then put, that the claufe, as amended, 
(hould ftand part of the bill, 

Mr. FOX faid, he felt himfelf called upon to give his ne- 
gative to the claufe ; for nothing appeared to him more mif- 
chievous, than to confound the moral fenfe, by inflifting fe- 
vere puniftiments on the more innocent and inoiFenfive afts ; 
while thofe which were in a greater degree hurtful and dan- 
gerous, were entirely paffed over: As the claufe was now li- 
mited, he was convinced it could be perfifted in for no other 
reafon, than that gentlemen on the other fide of the Houfe 
having been obliged to abandon the moft offenfive parts of the 
bill, thought it ruther too much to give up the whole. 

Major MAITLAND alfo oppofed the claufe, which, he 
faid, was only leaving the Ibadow, when the fubftance was 
given up. 

Mr. SHERIDAN entirely agreed with his honourable 
friends. He thought the claufe, as now amended, fo .per<» 
fedly nugatory, that it would be much like prohibiting a gar*^ 
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dener tblay out a garden, and make hotbeds, &c. in Lapland. 
In fsL&, the prefent bill, as it now ftood, inflead of bearing 
its prefent title, ought to be called a bill to authorife Britilh 
fubjeds to clothe the French army with woollen cloth, and to 
prohibit their felling them a pair of boots, under the pains of 
treafon. 

The Committee divided. 

Ayes, in favour of the claufe, - ' 77 

Noes - - - 19 


Majority 58 

On the third claufe, which prohibits any fubjeft of His Ma- 
jefty from voluntarily going or repairing, or embarking in any 
velTel with an intent to go or repair from any place in Great 
Britain into France, &c. without licence from His Majefty 
under his fign manual, or by order in Council or Proclama- 
tion firft had and obtained ; the following words were added, 
on the motion of Mr. Curwin, viz. Such licence being 
fubjed to no fee or charge whatfoever And, after fomc 
Gonverfation betwixt Major Maitland, the Solicitor Gencralf 
Mr. Anilruther, Mr. Grey, Mr. Whitbreacl, &c. as to allow- 
ing the licences to be limited to a particular time and place, 
the claufe was agreed to without a divifion. 

The claufe which went to prohibit the return into this 
country of any of His Majefty’s fubjeds without his leave, 
being read for the purpofe of negativing the claufe, 

Mr. WHITBREAD, jun. faid, he thought the claufe fo 
deteftable, that even in its death he could not help taking no- 
tice of its charader ; he could not allow it the benefit of the 
old charitable fentence, dc mortuis nil viji bonum ; on the con- 
trary, he lliould apply to it the lines written on a tombftone 
in Weftminftcr Abbey, 

Lie ftill if you are wife. 

You’ll be damn’d if you rife.” 

But this was not all ; he had a queftion to ^Ik the Solicitor 
General, and it arofe out of this claufe, although it was to be 
negatived. The reafons afligned by the gentlemen who brought 
in^this bill for qegativing this daufe, made his queftion necef- 
fary^ They had infinuated that the claufe was not ftridly n«« 
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ceflary fo the purpofe which it tended to fupport, as His Ma- 
jefty by proclamation could order what was neceflary for the 
fafety of the ftate. A proclamation had iflued to that effe&, 
forbidding, for a time., fubjedls of this country from returning 
into it, under certain reftriftions. Mr. Whitbread wifhed to 
know of the Solicitor General, w^hether the King was em- 
powered by law to illlic any proclamation, forbidding the re- 
turn into this country of any one of the fubjefts of it not con- 
vided of a crime ? Had the King of England the power, by 
law, to hinder the return of fuch a man to his native country ? 
The queftion he thought neceflary to be determined before the 
claufe now before the Committee was negatived, becaufe they 
ihould take care upon that negative not to give an oblique fanc- 
tlon to a principle of tyranny, much more dangerous even 
than the efFedl could be of. palling the claufe itfelf^ he had 
heard that a proclamation to this effect had paifed with regard 
to certain perfons lately arrived from France at Dover, but he 
had not read it; he wiflied to know whether the Law Officer 
of the Crown would fay that fuch a proclamation was war- 
ranted by the law of England ? 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL faid, that with refpeft to 
the proclamation in qucltion, the honourable gentleman was a 
little miftaken, as to its extent. With refpeft to the legal 
point to which the honourable gentleman had alluded, certainly 
His Majefty had a right to make a regulation upon the general 
policy of this country. 

Mr. FOX reprobated thefe expreffions, and proceeded to re- 
fute the principle which they appeared to him to fupport. He 
faid that he had, ever fince he thought upon the fubjedi, wholly 
and entirely mifunderftood the law — if the King had the power 
vdiich the anfwer of the llonourablc and learned gentleman in- 
finuated— if the King had the right of preventing any perfon 
from returning to this country, under the fpccious malk of re- 
gulating its general policy, he had in fadt the power of expel- 
ling from his native land, for ever, any perfon he might think 
proper. He knew, in faS, the King had no fuch power, and 
therefore it was he rofe to make thefe obfervations, and to defy 
any man in that Houfe to prove that the King of England had 
by law a right to fay to any fubjeft, not convifted of an^lFcncq., 
ajgainll the law— You fliall not return to Great Britain with- 
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*' out a paflport frofi!n me.” If die King had em', ifibfe King 
fhould ever^ iflue a proclamation to that effect, he wouM (ay» 
and maintain, without the leaft fear of the colour of refutation 
by argument, that fuch a proclamation was, and would be, ir« 
regular, illegal, and highly unconftitutional. He believed, 
that if the tranfa^lion alluded to, and which happened at Do- 
ver, (hould ever be fairly canvaffed, it would be found to be a 
fliameful violation of the law of this country, and a revival of 
the principle of the claufe which had juft been read, a principle 
which would, to a certain degree, attach (hame, fcandal, and 
difgrace on that Houfe for having once given to it the colour of 
a fan£lion, by giving leave to bring in a bill which contained a 
claufe to favour it. The King had a right to regulate points 
of general policy in this country. — Had he indeed! Had he a 
righttofay to an Engliftiman, You (hall not return to England 
** without, my paffportr” If he had, then it was high time 
to examine into the expediency of fufFering fuch a prerogative 
to continue — high time to inquire whether fome means could 
not be devifed to limit the extent, and regulate the exercife, of 
that prerogative. But, faid Mr. Fox, I am fure he has not, 
and never will have, unlefs this Houfe (hall fcandalouilynegIe£l 
its duty ; but I wd(h the Solicitor General would have the good- 
nefs to explain what he meant by thofc ambiguous words which, 
he gave in anfwer to fo very plain a queftion, and that he 
would not leave us under fo juft a terror for the fate of the con- 
ftitution of our couhtry. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, it did not appear to him that 
the fubjeft no>v before the Committee warranted the attack 
which the right honourable gentleman had made upon the pro- 
clamation to which he had alluded. The queftion before the 
Committee now was, whether the claufe they had juft heard 
read (hould be agreed to or negatived ? upon which there w'as 
no difference of opinion, and upon which, therefore, in point 
of regularity, there ought to have been no debate. As to the 
fubjeS of the proclamation, as it was not before the Houfe, 
he could not fee how that could be regularly debated, and 
therefore he (hould advife the Committee ‘to difmi(s, for the 
prefent, all attention to that fubjeft. Here he entered into a, 
recital of the'proclamation. He ther^ obfcrved, that the pro- 
clamation appealed in the Gazette, hiA that the gentlemen who 
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had been pleafed to tre^t it as an illegal, irregular, and highly 
unconftitutional meafure, had themfelves not read it ; a pretty 
tolerable proof that their cenfure of it was, at lead, a little 
premature. He hoped, however, that they would read it, and 
that if they were ferious in the obje&ions which they darted 
againd it, before they were acquainted with its contents, they 
would (hew their fincerity in moving for it to be laid before the 
Houfe, and chufe a day for thedifcullion of it. He then jufti- 
fied the anfwer of the Solicitor General, at which the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had difeovered fo much indignation, and 
concluded with explaining again the nature of the proclama- 
tioh. 

Mr. FOX again maintained that the words of the Solicitor 
General tended in effeft to convey to the Houfe the mod odious 
and dctedable principle, and fuch as he was furc did not belong 
to the conditiition of this country. He would fay they were 
material words, for the words of any high law authority in that 
Houfe were always important, and would be dangerous, if not 
refuted when they were wrong, bccaufe they would form, as 
it were, a fort of precedent by acquiefcencc ; they were words 
at which he was judly alarmed, when he compared them with 
the plain quedion to which they were an anfwer. I fay, faid 
Mr. Fox, I am judly alarmed when I hear fuch fentiments 
from fuch a quarter, for it is not his own opinion merely that 
thc'honourable gentleman is fpeaking. I fay that 1 am judly 
alarmed for the liberties of my country, when fuch exploded 
do^lrines upon the King’s prerogatives are attempted to be re- 
vived ; doftrines, to explode which, the bed treafure of this 
country was expended, and the pured blood (hed. He faid, 
he was fure that the obfervation of the learned gentleman upon 
the King’s prerogative was worfc than the claufe which he gave 
up — a claufe which he would have had gone out of that Houfe 
with the dignia that belonged to it ; but the claufe was to be 
fuperfeded by doftrines worfe than its contents. At thefe at- 
tempts it was high time to be alarmed. 

After a few words from Mr. Pitt, Mr. Fox, and Mr. Whit- 
bread, this claufe was negatived. 

The Committee proceeded tlirough other claufes in this bill, 
adopting many alteratic^is, until they came tothqlad, upoca* 
which, on the fuggedion of Mr. Adam, and the motion of Mr.. 
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Fox, the Chairman reported progrefs, allced leave to fit again, 
and the Houfe ordered a farther Committee upon this bill tOr 
morrow. Adjourned. 

Friday f ^th April. 

A Houfe was formed at four o’clock, and fome private bufi- 
ncfs was gone through ; but about half after four, Mr. Caw- 
' thorne made a motion upon a private bill, which occafloned a 
divifion, and, on counting the numbers, there appeared only 
twenty- feven Members in the Houfe. An adjournment took 
place of courfe. 

Saturday f 6th April. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL moved the order of the 
day for the Houfe to refolve itfclf into a Committee to confider 
farther on the traitorous correfpondence bill. 

Mr. FOX wifticd to know whether, after the news arrived 
this morning, it would be deemed prudent to proceed farther 
in this bill to-day, as perhaps the w'hole might be unneceflary, 
The SOLICITOR GENERAL faid, he underftood that 
the bill was to be proceeded in this day, and that there was a 
general underftanding to that effeft, and therefore he hoped 
that there would be no farther delay. 

Mr. ADAM faid, that there was not any general under- 
ftanding that this fubje£l was to be brought forward this day. 
He was of opinion that as this bill was ftated by its fupporlers 
to be founded only on ftate neceflity, he therefore thought that 
from the general importance of the fubjedl, the nature of the 
queftion, and the fituation of alFairs upon the continent, there 
would not appear to the Houfe any reafon for extraordinary 
difpatch in the prefcnl bill. 

Mr. FOX faid, that the news which had arrived this morn- 
ing, and generally believed, would, if true, render the whole 
bill unneceflary, and therefore he thought it unneceflary to 
proceed upon it now. The expreflion Perfons who exer- 
** cife the Government of France,” which, by the way, al- 
moft pervaded the whole bill, would be nugatory if the laft ac- 
counts were true, and therefore he^faw no reafon for purfuing 
this bill in hafte ; and that would certainly be the cafe if they 
pro(:eeded on it on Saturday } he therefore moved that inftead 



t ^6 parliamentary a. 1793. 

of now, the Houfe (hould rcfolve itfelf into a Committee on 
Monday next. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT reminded the Houfe that the queftion 
did not involve any confideration relative to the Government of 
France, but the mode of proceeding on the bill in agitation. 
There was no precife knowledge of events upon the Continent, 
for any information as to the extent of them, that ought to 
induce the Houfe to abate in diligence on the prefent fubjeiS:. 
If the bill now before the Houfe ftiould be found from circum- 
ftances to be unnecelTary, it might be flopped in any of its fu- 
ture ftages; thefe were points to be difculfed hereafter, but not 
to be difeufled now. 

After a few words from Mr. Whitbread and Mr. Adam, 
the amendment of Mr. Fox was put and negatived. 

The Houfe then went into a Committee on the bill, and 
after fome converfation between Mr. Adam, Sir Adam Fcr- 
gufon and the Solicitor General, feveral amendments were 
made in the laft claufe. The whole bill then palfed the Com- 
mittee; and the Houfe being refumed, the report was ordered 
to be received on Monday. Adjourned. 

Monday j %th April. 

Mr. SMITH prefented a petition on behalf of the inhabi- 
tants of the town of Nottingham, complaining in ftrong 
language of the ruin of trade and other dreadful eiFc£ls of the 
prefent war, and praying that means might be taken to put an 
end to it as fpe'edily as poflible, &c. — Ordered to be laid upon 
the table. 

The report of the bill for preventing traitorous correfpon- 
dence with France was brought up by Mr. Hobart, and the 
amendments made in the Committee were read. When the 
claufe was read, which fixed the 20th inflant as the period on 
which the operation of the bill was to commence, 

Mr. ADAM obferved that the 20th was by much too early 
a day ; and he trufted the Houfe would be of the fame opinion, 
when it confidered that this was the 8th day of the month ; 
that the third reading could not take place till the 9th or 10th, 
and that probably the bill bould not be carried up to the Houfe 
of Lords before the ixth; that it was very likely their Lord- 
fliips would not go through it without much Iferious dclibcra-^ 
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tion ; and that very poffibly the 20th of April would be paft 
before the bill could re::t;iv€ the Royal aflcnt, and confequently 
before the Public, in diftant parts of the country, could be ap- 
prized of its having received it. It was therefore his intention 
to move for a more diftant clay than the 2 ©th, unlefs the learned , 
framer of the bill would fave him the trouble, by propofing of 
his own accord a later period. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL faid, it was his intention 
to mov« an amendment, which he hoped would meet the wi flies 
of the learned Member, by propofing that the bill fliould begin 
to operate at different periods, in different parts of ttie world, 
proportioned to their diftance from Great Britain. The pe- 
riods dated were the 20th of April for Great Britain, 2 oth of 
May for Europe and all places on this fide of the Cape of Good 
Hope, and the 2 oth of July for all parts of the world beyond 
the Cape. 

The amendment was moved, and carried without a divifion. 

When the claufe was read, which gives power to the Crown 
to bring on the trial of perfons accufed of treafon under this 
aft, in tlie county of Middlefex, though it fhould have been 
committed in any other county, 

Mr. ADAM very ftrongly oppofed it, as extremely oppref- 
five to the accufed, and fubverfivc of a general principle of 
law. He obferved, that by the common law, a man ought to 
be tried by a jury of the vicinage, and for this very good rca- 
fon, that jurors taken from the neighbourhood muft be fiippofed 
%o be bed acquainted with the charafters of the accufed, and 
of the'witnedes. But by the prefent claufe a man might be 
brought from Cornwall or Cumberland to be tried by a Mid- 
dlefex Jury, wholly unacquainted with the parties concerned; 
and be put to the expence of bringing witnelTes from thofe 
didant parts to Wedminder, when the ends of judice as to 
the Public might be as well anfwered, and as to tlie individual 
much better by a Jury of the county in which the treafonable 
aft was faid to have been committed. He knew the Attorney 
General could at any time, by his bare prerogative, and with** 
out the aid of an aft of Parliament, infid upon a trial at bar, 
jthus brin^ the accufed before the Court of King’s Bench 
at Wbftminder, from any part of the kingdom ; but this was 

a prerogative which an Attorney General would not be very 
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ready to exercife, as his own perfonal charader mud anfwer 
fof whatever {hould be deemed by the Public an aft of hard* 
ihip and drctch of power againd an individual ; but if a fpecial 
ad of Parliament abfolutely authorized fuch a mcafurc, the 
refponfibility of the Attorney General’s charader would be out 
of the queftion, and many an individual might be expofed to 
hardfhips very nearly allied to oppredion. A trial at bar, 
which of courfe would bring the parties concerned from their 
own counties to Weftminfter, was, in criminal matters, very 
much difcountenanced by the Judges. Two applications for 
fuch a trial were made, one in the time of Lord Mansfield, 
the other in that of Lord Kenyon ; the parties who were to be 
tried were perfons who had attempted to break out of the King’s- 
bench Prifon : and though the queftion was only whether they 
fhould be tried on the Surry or the Middicfex fide of the river 
Thames, yet the Court on both occafions refufed to grant a 
trial at bar, and was influenced on thefe two occafions by the 
principle which he had already laid down. It might therefore 
be well prefumed, that had the diftance between Surry, from 
which the witnefles were to be brought, and Middlefcx, 
which was to furnifh the Jury, been greater, the oppofltion of 
the Court to a motion for a trial at bar would not have been 
lefs determined. Here he obferved that the motion for fuch 
trial was made in the name of the accufed \ and yet the Court 
would not grant it ; it was fair alfo to infer from this, that if 
the Court could overrule the prerogative of the Attorney Ge- 
neral, which it could not, it would be as little inclined to al- 
low a trial at bar at the defire of the public profecutor, as at 
the prayer of the parties accufed ; a principle Uf law ought not 
to be facrificed to either. Mr. Adam concluded by moving, 
that in the claafe which gave the Crown the power of bringing 
the accufed, under this a^, to trial in the county where the 
treafba was alledged to have been committed, or in the county 
of Middlefex, the words', “ or in the county of Middlefcx,” 
fhould be omitted. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL convinced Mr. Adam, 
that in the claufc in queftion the words to whidi the motion 
ref^red could not be omitted without deftroying even, tbe 
meaning of the claufe. The motion was therefore withdrawn. 
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The Houff having gone through all the amendments made 
in the bill by the Committee, 

Mr. ADAM faid, he would then propofe a claufe, of which 
he had /given notice on a former day. By the law of high 
treafon in general, every perfon accufed of treafon is entitled 
to be heard by Coiinfel on queftions of fadl as well as of law ; 
to have a copy of the indi£lment, and a lift of the witnefTes ten 
days before trial ; by the fame law no perfon accufed can be 
convicted unlefs the overt a£l of treafon be' proved by two 
witnefTes. But Parliament having made the counterfeiting of 
the King’s coin, the Great Seal, &c. high treafon, had made 
a diftindlion between treafons of that defer! ption, and ireafons 
againft the King's life, or making war upon him, or adhering 
to his enemies : for a perfon accufed of counterfeiting the coin, 
for inftance, though charged with high treafon, is not entitled 
to a copy of the indidlmcnt or to a lift of the witnefles, nor is it 
neceflary that the fa£l ftiould be proved by two witnefles, nor 
is Counfel allowed to fpeak in behalf of the prifoner; except a 
queftion of law fliould arife. The ground for this diftineSlion, 
Mr. Adam faid, was, that the latter kind of treafons did not 
work a corruption of blood, or a forfeiture of the eftate, of the 
parly convided ; and as the punifliment was the lefs fevere, 
fo the aids allowed to the accufed for making his defence were 
alfo lefs. Mr. Adam laboured to Ihew that the diftindion did 
not apply to the ads which were to be made treafon by the 
prefent bill ; for they were fuch as might be confidered adeem- 
ing within that branch of the ftatute of the 25th of Edward 
III. rdative to adhering to the King’s enemies,” and con- 
fequently a perfon brought to trial upon the prefent bill, was, 
in point of reafon, intitled to all the aids which were allowed 
by law to perfons making their defence againft a charge of 
high treafon. But thefc aids, it feemed, were to be denied 
under the prefent bill, for this rea^n, that it was not to work 
corruption of blood, or forfeiture of eftate ; but the reafon did 
not appear to him to be a found one, for the Houfe ;nuft know, 
that by the 7th of Queen .^nne it was cnaded, that corruptioh 
of blood and forfeiture of eftate (hould no longer be the confe« 
qiience of a convidion of high treafon, after the death of the 
then Pretender to the Crown. By the 17th of George II. the 
[iitiod whdh corruption of blood and forfeiture fhould no longcf 
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attach upon treafon, was removed to a more diftant time, and 
was to take place at the death of the two fons of that Preten- 
der. One of thefe, it was well known, had died a few years' 
ago ; the other, who was the Cardinal of York, was an aged 
perfon, and at his death, which could not, in the courfe of 
nature^ be very diftant, all corruption of blood and forfeiture 
for high treafon were by law to ceafe in England. And yet, 
after that period, a perfon accufed of high treafon would be 
ftill intiilcd to all the aids which he had already mentioned ; fo 
that it could not be (aid that thofc aids were allowed bj^ law, 
merely becaufe the corruption and forfeiture of eftate were 
confequences of a convi£lion on a charge of high treafon.— 
Mr. Adam argued to /hew that there was no analogy between 
the aft of counterfeiting the King’s coin, and, for infla^jcc, re- 
mitting money to France during the prefent war ; it was true, 
he faid, that after the pidfing of this bill, tliefc two a6ls would 
in law amount to high treafon, yet the latter alone could be 
faid to partake of the nature of treafon, as it argued an adher- 
ing to the King’s enemies ; and the former was allowed by all 
able law aulhoriiics to be rather a fpecics of fraud, and what 
was called the crimen fnlfiy than high treafon ; and to have 
been called treafon, only becaufc it was an aft in which the 
Public had a concern. As, therefore, thefe treafons differed 
widely in their nature, a diftinftion, he contended, might well 
be expefted in the aids to be allowed to perfons indifted, as to 
the means' of their defence. On thefe grounds it was, that he 
moved for leave to bring up a claufe, the objeft of w'hich was 
to extend to perfons who ftiould be tried under this aft, the in- 
dulgence allowed by the 7th of William III. and 7th of Queen 
Anne, to perfons accufed of high treafon, under the 25th of 
Edward III. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL oppofed the admiflion of 
the claufe ; he faid it went to open a very wdde difeuffion, in- 
deed, namely, whether all thofe aids, which the learned gen- 
tleman had enumcratedj as granted by law to perfons accufed 
of high treafon, fhould alfo be allowed in cafes of felony ; for 
though counterfeiting the King’s coin, for inllance, was in 
name high treafon, it was, as to its efFcfts upon the blood and 
property of theconvlft, no more than felony. He faid, he 
had m>c expefted tliat, when the prefent bill reduced the pc- 
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nalty of high trcafon, with refpefl to pctfons offending againfl 
tt, to that which was enaftcd iri Tely againft felons, a ’charges 
fliould be brought, that it fubjefted them hardftips, from 
which they ought lo be relieved ; if the propofed relief was 
proper In this cafe, he faw no reafon why it ought not to be 
extended allb to thofe who (houlci hereafter be accufed of fe- 
lony. 

Mr. FOX exprelTed his furprife thi?t the learned gentleman 
(hould have confounded two things, which in their nature were 
widely diiTercnt. A c.'py of the indiclment, *a lift of the wit- 
ncires, iind the aid of counfel in matters of fafl: as well as law, 
were allowed to perfons accufed of high treafon, but not to 
perfons accufed of felony ; the reafon of the difference was ob- 
vious y profecutions for felonies were ufually brought by pri- 
vate individuals, who could not be fuppofed to have any ex- 
traordinary influence with cither judges or juries ; but profe- 
cutions for higli trcafon were always brought by the Crown ; 
the aids, therefore, v/hich the law allowed to perfons accufed 
of trcafon, were fo many ihields given to him- to defend him- 
felf, and prevent him from being overborne by the weight or 
influence, or paflions of the Chief Magiftrate or his Minifters. 
Thcfe flii.Ids miift, of courfc, on this principle, be as necef^ 
fary in the prj/ecution on the prefent, as in one of the 25th of 
Edward III., as in both cafes it would be carried only by the 
public acciifcr at the command of the Crown. It was allowed 
that at the death of the Cardinal of York, all treafons would 
be precifely on a level, as far as they affefted the. inheritable 
quality of the blood, and the property of the perfon convided ; 
w hat a mifcrable thing then miift it be to fay, that in a profe- 
cutioa for an a6l done againft the prefent bill, a man fliould be 
refufed the copy of his indictment, and the other aids allowed 
by law in cafes of high trcafon, merely becaufe the aged Car- 
dinal of York had not yet paid the debt of nature. He was 
glad, he faid, that the penalty under this bill w'as not to be 
greater than that to which perfons were fubjeded who were 
convided of counterfeiting the great feal , but on the other 
hand, he feared that this feeming leryty was not what it ap- 
peared to be, the child of mercy ; he apprehended that its ob- 
to facilitate the cbnvidion of the accufed, by taking 
from him the means of defence, which he might claim aa hts 
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right, if the bill left the enumerated a£Is within the ftatute of 
thea5thof Edward III. Thefe ads might be conl^ered ai 
proofs of an adherence to the King’s enemies^ and confe* 
quently came wittiin the fpecies of treafon on which corruption 
of blood attached ; but by clafling them under the head of trea- 
fons which did not operate a corruption of blood, the framers 
of the bill had contrived to take from the accufed the means of 
defence, under the appearance of lenity. Of all the charaders 
of cruelty, he confidered that as the mod odious which alTumcd 
the garb of mercy : fuch was the cafe here ; undenthe pre- 
tence of mercy to the accufed, in not charging him with cor- 
ruption of blood, he w^as to be deprived of the means of mak- 
ing his defence. That he might not Hand a chance in the 
cbntcft, his (hield was to be taken from him. The lift of the 
jury, to give him the benefit of the challenge — the lift of wit- 
neftes, to enable him to deted confpiracies and to prevent per- 
jury — the copjr of the charge ten days before the trial, to en- 
able him to prepare himfelf for the awefiH day — the afliftance 
of a learned gentleman to fpeak for an unlearned man — all the 
arms and means of protedion with which the humanity of the 
law of England had fortified an individual, when accufed by 
the Crown, were to be taken away. Harftinefs and feverity 
were to be fubftituted for tendernefs and compaifion ; and then 
he was to be infulted by being told he was fpared the corrup- 
tion of blood. But really it feemed to him as if fome gentle- 
men thought there ought to be a law for the facility of convic- 
tion of high treafon ; and if fo, why did they not fpeak out 
boldly, and alter the preamble of the bill, and word it to this 
effed — ‘‘ Whereas by allowing prifoners lifts of evidence and 
juries, copies of indidments, and other means of defence, 
it has been difficult toconvid them, be it therefore enaded, 
&c.'’ He faid, he ftiould, on the third reading of the bill, 
have another opportunity of oppofing its principle, a principle 
which would appear fomewhat lefs tyrannical if the propofed 
claufe was admitted ; but which muft be ftili more odious if it 
was rej^ded. 

Mr. Chstnceilor PITT faid, that harfli as was the epithet 
which the right honourable gentleman had beftowed upon the 
bil4 in the laft part of his fpeech, it would not make z very 
deep impreffion upon thofe who would recoiled that tfie righ^ 

honourable. 
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honourable gentleman had admitted that fome of the enu- 

merated in the bill mighl be faid to come within that branch of 
high treafon defcribed by the 25 th of Ed vard IIL under the 
head of adhering to the King’s enemies : the principle of the 
prefent bill went to punifh fuch perfons as (hould adhere to 
His Majefty’s enemies ; and therefore could not, on that head, 
be called tyrannical. The reafon, he faid, why a copy of the 
indi61ment wasallowed in cafes of high treafon, and not in thofe 
of felony, was this, that without it the perfon accufed of trea- 
fon could not polhbly know how to defend himfelf ; for the 
warrant of commitment dated no more than that the party 
committed had imagined the King’s death, or had adhered to 
his enemies, or had levied war upon him ; it was in the in- 
diftment only that the overt aft was fet forth, which was ad- 
duced as a proof of the treafonable intention of the perfon ac- 
cufed ; but in cafes of felony, the fpecific aft or crime was 
fet forth in the warrant of commitment; and therefore the 
party had not the fame occafion for a copy of the indiftment. 
As to the aid of Counfcl, it was not denied in profecutions 
even for felony ; for as often as a queftion of law arofe, the 
prifoner was allowed to be heard upon it by his Counlel. — 
Were Counfcl to be allowed to fpeak on matters of faft in 
trials of fplony, and were copies of indiftments granted ten 
days before trial, it would be abfolutely imprafticable to exe- 
cute the criminal law of the country. With refpeft to the 
granting the accufed a lift of the witnefles, in all cafes, it 
would be of little ufe to him, as a Hit of fuch a cloud of wit- 
tieifes might be fent to him, as would render it impoflible for 
him, with all the afliduity of his friends, to inquire into their 
charafters in the fpace of ten days. 

Mr. FOX in explanation faid, that he was well aware that 
in cafes of felony, the accufed had a right to be heard by his 
Counfel on qiieftionsof law ; but it was on fuch queftions only 
that the advice of Counfcl might be necelTary ; and therefore 
the right honourable gentleman had mifundcrflood him if he 
fancied he did not contend for the eatenfioh of the indulgence 
to every point which might enable a Counfel to defend his 
C fa iH^ith cflfeft. As to what the right honourable gentlenun 
had faid about fqrnifhihg the accufed with a lift of a cloud of 
HtfitneiTes, he was abfolutely aftonilhed that a Mioifter of the 
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Crown fhould fugged even the poflibility of a public accufer 
fwclling the number of witneffes, fot no other purpofc than 
that of baffling the law, by putting it out of the power of the 
prifoncr to avail himfelf of the advantage which it was the in- 
tention of the Legiflature that he fhould enjoy in its fulled 
extent. 

The Houfc at lad divided on Mr. Adam’s motion for bring- 
ing up his claufe, which was lod by a majority of 78. 

Ayes 32; Noes 110. 

It was then ordered that the bill, with its amendments, 
Ihould be engrofled, and that it fhould be read a third time to- 
morrow, if it fhould be engrofled in time. 

A petition was prefented from fomc merchants or under- 
writers, praying that they might be heard by their Gounfel 
againd the claufe of the bill which prohibited the infurance of 
fhips and goods belonging to the French. In compliance w'itTi 
this prayer, the Houfe ordered that they fhould be heard to- 
morrow, on the third reading of the bill. 

Adjourned. 


Tuefdayf ()th April. 

The order of the day being moved for, and the Traitorous 
^ Correfpondence bill having been read a third time, before put- 
ting the quedion that the bill do pafs, the petition prefented to 
the Houfe yeflerday from certain American merchants or agents, 
praying liberty to be heard by counfel againd certain ena£l- 
ments of the bill, was read, and Mr. Piggott was heard at the 
bar as counfel on behalf of the petitioners. After the counfel 
had been ordered to withdraw, 

Mr. CURWIN rofe to afk whether any thing had fallen 
from the Counfel which would induce gentlemen on the other 
fide of the Houfe to propofe a claufe for the purpofe of reme- 
dying the inconveniencies complained of by the petitioners ? 
To which no anfwer being given, he faid he meant himfelf to 
propofe fuch a claufe, but that it would req*;ire fome time to 
adjud a proper provifion for that effeft. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL obferved, that there was 
no quedion before thie Houfe, and he would therefore moyc^ 
that the bill do pafs. 
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Mr. FOX laid, that it was a ftrange piece of farce and 
mockery to allow Counfel to be heard) and afterwards, in to 
extraordinary a manner, to prefs a motion for palling the bill| 
without allowing any time to prepare a, proper claufe for re^ 
medying the inconveniencies complained of by the petitioners, 
and t6 confider and debate whether or not fuch a claufe ought 
to be admitted. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that none of the gentlemen on 
the oppbfite fide had ilated what was the nature of the claufe 
which was intended to be propofed ; upon which 

Mf. CURWIN mentioned that he had meant to propofe, 
that grain, of the produce of America, fent to this country for 
orders, as to a proper market, Ihould be allowed to be difpofed 
of in France, and that fubjeds of this country Ihould be per- 
mitted to infure American produce from thence to this coun- 
try, and from hence to market. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL fpoke of the terms farce 
and mockery which had been made ufc of by a right honoura-* 
ble gentleman (Mr. Fox), and alked whether the right honou- 
rable gentleman had any peculiar privilege to ufe expreliionsof 
fuch afperity ? He had no doubt that the right honourable 
gentleman, as well as himfelf, aSted from what he conceived 
to be the line of duty, and they were both in the judgement of 
that Houfe, and of the Public. 

Mr. FOX faid, that he had unqueflionably no privilege to 
ufe any words which might not with propriety be made ufe of 
by^any 'Other gentleman ; but it was a liberty which he had al- 
ways taken,* and would ever continue to take, to reprobate 
propofitions which appeared to him improper, in fuch terms 
as appeared to him fuited to the degree of impropriety attached 
to them. 

Mr. VAUGHAN dated, that he had drawn up a claufe for 
the purpofe of obviating the inconveniencies complained of 
by the petitioners, and moved that it be added to the bill. 

Th6 SPEAKER faid, that, before any debate could tjskc 
place upon the claufe, it yvas necelTary that jt fhould be e^ 
grolled. 

Chancellor PITT faid, that the o^eft of the.propofe4 
claui^vas by no means a, new fubjed of difeuflion in the pre- 
fent bill. The gr^t objeft of the bill undoubtedly was to 
yyyv. Bb 
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preveat smy perfons reficknt in this countiy fending any 
ftttides to Ernnpe which may be ufeful to our enemies; of aUi 
ths prdiibiled articles, perhaps corn was the mod materi^, 
and therefore the propofal now made would, in fad, go to do 
^way the whole of the bill, in the mod materid part of it : 
he could (he no good ground for the delay, and would there- 
fore give his negative to it. 

Ms> FOX thought the obfervance of forms ciTcntial, and 
that it would be derogatory to the dignity and judice of the 
Houfe, fird, to hear Counfcl, and then to proceed to pafs the 
bill without affording any opportuitity of deliberating as to the 
■propriety of acceding to the requed of tlie petitioners. In 
order to give fuch opportunity, he would move that the Houfe 
Ihould adjourn. The right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitij 
had faid, that the propofed claufe would totally counterad the 
. intended and avowed operation of the bill : he thought quite 
the reverfe, and that there would be lefs probability of the 
French being fupplied with American corn, if that corn were 
lent fird here, than by its being fent dire&ly from America to 
France, or in any other mode. If the right honourable gen- 
tleman was right in what he had jud faid, it ought to have ope- 
rated againd allowing Counfel to be heard ; but, after hearing 
Counfel, judice and confidency required that they Ihould de- 
liberate on the propriety of granting or refufing the reqned of 
the petition : in what view could the delay of one day be fo 
material i Could any body fay that, in the prefent circum- 
dances, fo fliort a delay could be in any diape material ? Hi- 
therto, in the progrefs of the prefent bill, much had been 
gained by the delays which had taken place ; every delay had - 
been beneficial, becaufe every delay had produced alterations 
highly falutary to the Pqblic. For his part, he could only 
judge of the intentions of gentlemen from their a£lioos ; and 
when be faw a diort adjournment, in order to fit in Eafter 
week, he could not help difeovering, under fuch conduifl, a 
wilh that this bill Ihould be carried througji, with a thin at- 
tendance in the Houfe, and that it Ihould efcape invefiigation, 
as much as polfible, at which indeed he Was not furprifed., 
He concluded with moving an adjournment, which, upon^e - 
quefUon being put, wa negatived without a divifion. 
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On the queftion that the bill do how pals, 

Mr. CUR WIN Hated, that nothing had ddniircd^ ih the 
progrefs of the bill, whidi could induce him to alter the opU 
nion he had at firft formed, that its principles arc contrary to 
the juft and true principles both of criminal law and of found 
policy : he could fee no exifting neceffity for any extenlion of 
the criminal law. He then proceeded to Hate fomc of his ob- 
jeftions to the feveral claufes in their order, and adverted par- 
ticularly to that part of the firft claufe which makes intention 
criminal, although it (hoiild not be followed out by any aft — 
to the monftrous partiality exhibited in the fame claufe, by 
which a man might enter into the moft extenlivc contraft for 
fending woollen cloth to France ; but if he fh'ould happen to 
wrap up along with any parcel of it only a dozen pairs of 
flioes, he would be liable to be tried and executed for treafon 
— and the danger of depriving perfons tried for treafons under 
this aft of the benefits given by the afts of King William and 
Queen Anne. He concluded with faying, that he conceived 
the bill, from the beginning, to be totally unhecelTary, and 
only intended to continue the alarm which had been previoufly 
raifed. 

Mr. LAMBTON begged to afk of gentlemen ori the other 
fide whether the furuifhing the French with clotli for cloathing 
their army was not, in the ftrifteft fenfe, aiding and comfort- 
ing His Majefty’s enemies ? and whether it would be fafe for a 
merchant in Leeds or Halifax to fend woollen cloth to France 
to be ufed in cloathing the French army, in cafe the prcfent 
bill fliould pafs into a law, and that woollen cloth fhould not 
be one of the prohibited articles enumerated in it ? 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that this was a matter which 
had been already difcuITcd, and was foreign to the queftion 
then before the Houfe. 

Mr. COURTENAY reprobated the general principle and 
various enaftments of the bill in the moft feverc terms, and 
ftated that the moft grofs hypocrify and deception had been ' 
made ufc of with refpeft to the clothiers in this country, who 
were placed in a moft dreadful .and dangerous (ituation from 
what had pafled on the difeuflion of the prefent bill, if, by 
t^MUng wObllen cloth to France, they fliould be guilty, of 
treafon under the sift of the zsih of Edward III. How did 

B b z 
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this accord with what had bei^n held out on the firft difcuflion 
of the principle of the bill, viz. that it was neceffary to de- 
fine, in plain and di(lin£l terms, what fpecific ads did confii- 
tute treafon. He hoped gentlemen on the other fide of the 
Houfe knew their own meaning ; but to him it was totally in* 
comprehenfible. 

Mr. FOX faid he ftiould not conceive himfelf to be doing 
his duty to the Public by fuffering this bill to be pafled without 
making fome obfervations. It was a bill which, without one 
exception, was the mod unjuft in its principle, inadequate in 
its provifion, and tyrannical in its efFed, that ever paft'ed that 
^oufe — one for which there was nothing like a precedent 
cither in policy, juftice, or humanity. It was indeed faid to 
be a bill, the principle of which was to prevent aid and comfort 
being given to His Majefty's enemies. He faid the bill had no 
fuch principle — it had that for its pretext indeed ; but there 
was a material difference between principle and pretext, which 
the right honourable gentleman often endeavoured to confound, 
and whenever he Ihould be able to fucceed in that refped, add 
to perfuade the people of this country that principle and pre- 
text are the fame, he would have advanced confiderably to the 
advantage of the whole charader of his adminiftration. Here 
Mr. Fox took notice of the nature of the bill as originally 
brought in by the Attorney General, and the almoft total dif- 
ference between that and the one now about to pafs that 
Houfe ^ the one now in queftion, however, was, after all, in 
the point of policy alone, fuch as this country would gain Icfs, 
and our enemies iofe lefs, than if no fuch meafure had been 
adopted. But it was not upon policy only that this bill ought 
to be confidcred ; great as that confideraiion ought to be, there 
were other con fulerat ions that were ftill of a higher nature — 
be meant juftice and humanity — thefe were of more (mpor- 
tance, bccaufe they regarded the charader of the country in its 
moft valuable fenfe. The very queftion put by his honourable 
friend refpeding the cloth, he faid, proved that this meafure 
could not be rediiged to the ftandard of reafon or of jufticc ; 
for, .as the bil' now ftood, part of it was faid to be declaratory, 
and part enading. Thefe two points he had on feveral occa- 
sions called on the friends of the bill to explain ; .but, as thu: ' 
was not done, it would be impoffible for any man to know. 
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by, the perufal of the bill, what was declaratory and what was 
enading, and as by part of this bill cloth was not prohibited 
now, although it was fo when the, bill came in, what would be 
the refult of this ? Why, that as nothing was faid of cloth in 
it, and as the declaratory was not diftinguiflied from the enabl- 
ing part, no man could know whether, m fending cloth, he 
would or would not be liable to the penalties of the 2510 of 
Edward III. In what a fituation were the poor people of this 
country to be in, for poor people they might well be called if 
fubje&ed to fuch a bill, to have a law of treafon without hav- 
ing a poflibility of knowing the operation. If the bill did not 
operate to prohibit the fale of cloth by the fubjebfs of this 
country, and fome (hould fear it did, and therefore they would 
fuflfer themfelves to be ruined in their fortune rather than rilk 
their lives, they fuffered great hardfliip. If, on the other 
hand, fome perfons thought that as this bill ^fpecihed certain 
articles, the fale of which it prohibited, they might fafely fell 
thofe that were not fpeciBed at all, and afterwards it (hould 
turn out that this bill did not repeal the 25th of Edward III., 
here then they would be entrapped and enfnared by this bill 
into the penalties of treafon. What a fituation was this for 
the people of this country to be in — to be fubjeft poflibly to 
the penalties of a crimd, without the poflibility of knowing 
what conftituted that crime. With refpebl to the claufes of 
the bill, there were many of them to which no man, who Had 
the lead feeling for his fellow creatures, could agree ; one, in 
particular, which turned upon the meaning of the word agree, 
or rather the conftruftion put upon it. This was againft all 
the analogies of the law of England, and unjuft in its princi- 
ple. Here Mr. Fox took notice of feveral aSs of Parliament, 
as they tended to illuftrate his argument upon the injuftice of 
the claufe to which he alluded ; one, in particular, for the pre- 
vention of frauds upon verbal agreements, provided that no 
man (hould be bound, by any evidence given of his having en- 
tered into a verbal agreement if the fiim amounted to more 
than lol., and the principle of that bill was, that upon all 
converfation and verbal communication there was a facility for 
the commiflion of perjury. Any perfon might fwear he heard 
perfons agree to any thing, and it might be difficult, per- 
haps impoifibic, to refute -that teftimony, although falfe; 
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therefore, Oft forftier occafions, the wifdom of the Legiflature 
had faid, tlfat no man fliould be bound by fuch evidence be- 
ybkid the fum of lol. ; but by this bill all ideas of judice and 
humanity were abandoned, and evidence, which in a civil cafe 
would not affea a man’s purfe to the amount of loL, were 
here to take away his life ! This would put any man in the 
power of malice, and all the moft hateful paflions, and lead 
to perjury, fubornation of perjury, and to all the moft infa- 
mous praftices. He could not fee how the Houfe could fub- 
jeft their fellow creatures to fuch cruel hardftiips ; and he 
would fay, that if fuch a bill fliould pafs that Houfe, it miift 
cover it with a confiderablc degree of fliame ; he therefore 
fliculd advife them to avail themfelves of the opportunity, the 
laft they had, of preventing this bill from palling into a law ; 
indeed the whole claufe to which he had juft alluded had, on a 
former occafion, been fo w^ell expofed, that he need not fay 
any thing farther upon the fubjeft. Willie refpeft to the claufe 
which prohibits the purchafing of lands in France, Mr. Fox 
afligned feveral reafons for thinking it againft juftice and hu- 
manity, and an infult upon the dignity of Parliament — a fa- 
tire upon its fenfe too — for if an Englilhman, being in Ire- 
land, buys laftd in France, .he is guilty of no offence what- 
ever. If an Englifliman, being in Hamburgh, bought lands 
in France, he ivas half guilty and half innocent : this might 
eafily be done by power of attorney, and afterwards his guilt 
w'as to be compleated ; what was to fill the meafure of his 
guilt? Some heinous aft, no doubt ; fomethiiig dire and dread- 
ful — returning to his native country ! Of all the adls of cruel- 
ty, of all the tyranny and abfurdity, that ever difgraced an aft 
of Parliament in England, this he thought the worll. But 
this too, as well as many of the other provifions of the bill, 
had its precedent — a precedent of the National Convention of 
Fiance, in its decree againft the emigrants, which made their 
return to their native country death ; and the authors of this 
bill, confifteiltly with all their late proceedings, aftually imi- 
tated the harlhnefs of the French Convention, by making it 
^cath for an Englifliman to return to England. Another part 
of the bill, which tended to what was called the facility of 
conviftion, was difeufled laft night ; he fliould, the^efprC|r^6f' 
brief upon it. The right honourable gentleman (the Chancel* 
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IpjT of ^ Exchequer) h^d faid it was not tyranny to dkinii^ 
the puniihinent of the offqnce> and to facilitate the qoiwie* 
tion of guilt ; fnrely this was a ftrange principle of legiflai^ 
tioiii were we to take it for granted that all thofe wlfu> IKoiild 
be accufed muft be guilty. The principle of the 25th of 
Edward HI. he took to be of a. very dif&rent nature, and 
the afis alfo of King''William and Queen Anne : they wero 
calculated not for the facility of the conviftion of any bod}V 
but for the difficulty of the convidion of the innocent. 
And here he could not help again taking notice of the fevc^ 
rity of the bill in fubmitting all perfons to be tried without 
the ailiflance of a gentleman of the learned piofeflion to ad-r 
drefs the Jury for them : he mud fay, that allowing Counfot 
to fpeak for them appeared to him an important point. It 
had indeed been faid that this bill was founded upon the ge- 
neral principle of the laws of treafon, and on the 25th of 
Edward III. This was only a pretext, as he had faid be-- 
fore. Was the fad fo ? Not in the leaft.. Was it no ad- 
vantage to a poor man in prifon, accufed of high treaibn, to 
have a Counfel to vifit and attend him, and to affift him in 
making out his defence ? Was it of no advantage to a per- 
fbn, thus accufed, to have a lift of his Jury, before bis trial, 
for perufal r Was it of no advantage to a perfoo, fo ac- 
cufed, to have a copy of his indidmeat feveral days previous 
to his being called upon to appear on his trial ? Was it no 
advantage for fuch a perfon to have a lift of the witnefles to 
be examined againft him r Moft unqueftionably it was. All 
thefe were given by the former law of treafon, aud by this 
bill they were all denied. Such was the accuracy of gentle- 
men who defended this bill, as being founded on the former 
law of treafon. Upon the point of the lift of witnefles, he 
faid, he hoped the Chancellor of the Exchequer had repented 
of w.hat he faid in anfwer to that obfervation yefterday. He 
was the Mihifter of the Crown, and it muft be by his advice 
the Law Officer of the Crown was, in a great meafure, to 
condud .profecutions for treafons ; and that fuch a perlbo, in 
fuch a fituation, (hould fay that a trick might be played on 
1;!h[|^)rifoner, by fending him a lift of witnelfes fo numerous 
that he fliould not have time to examine it, by which the 
^purpofe of*an ad of P^Jiament might be defeated, was a.de- 
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claiatioa of a moft alarming nature to the. people of this 
country. All he could fay was, he hoped no fuch inSaimous 
tridks would be attempted ; but if there was fuch an Attorney 
General in this coiintry, he hoped there was ftill fpirit enough 
in the people to bring him to a proper account for it. If 
there was fuch a Minifter belonging to the Crown, he hoped 
and trufted there was fpirit enough in that Houfe to bring 
him to account for it. After federal obfervations upon for* 
feiture, and the cafe of the Cardinal of York, andanfwering 
all the objedlions made to his fentiments upon that fubjed^ 
he came to confider again the provifions of the ftatute of 
Kdward III., as it regarded the evidence to be given againft 
dlie accufed. Two points arofe upon this confideration : lirft, 
the Jury muft be fatisfied upon the evidence of two witnefles 
of an overt a£l being committed by the prifoner ; fecondly, 
they mull be fatisfied that fuch overt aft was done with a 
treafonable intention. In this caTe the* evidence might be 
given of the a£l ; but the Jury were not called upon by their 
oath to find the prifoner guilty merely upon that evidence ; 
they were not necelTarily bound to infer the treafonable inten- 
tion. But by the evidence of this bill one witnefs was fufE- 
cient to convid, and the Jury were not called upon by their 
oaths to infer any intention, and a man would be convifled 
on proof of the faft merely. This was a defperatc inlet to 
perjury and malice ; and he had too much reafon to remem- 
ber a cafe which he witnelTed at the Old Bailey, not to know 
that there arc rrialicious profecutions, and thofe of the moll 
infamous nature. He had heard it complained of by the au- 
thors of this bill that they were treated unfairly and with 
harlhnefs, and they had appeared difpleafed to hear their bill 
called a 7'iberian bill : they might be difpleafed ; but he mull 
do his duty, and mull call it a Tiberian bill : it was brought 
in a very difTcrent thing from w^hat it was afterwards made 
by its authors. " On complaints being made of its harlhnefs, 
they feemed to have faid, We will bring in a bill to arraign* 
all thofe who love the Conllitution, and even thofe who 
‘‘ have Ihewn the greatell defire to fupport Government, 
and then by taking away fome parts of it, and infilling^^ 
retaining others, it will appear to be deliberate and tern- 
perate, and the Public will thank us for our modcratioa. 
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and win conclude that the parts which are l6ft arc rig^/’ 
But| Mr. Fox faid, that thofe who could conceive datdeii 
as were introduced into that bill^ mud either be in their hearts 
hoftile to, or have heads ignorant of, the Conftitution of this 
country ; nor was their pradlice on the whQ^e proceeding to be 
accounted for. The hurry with which they met after the ho- 
lidays, the manner in which they had proceeded in the abfence 
of feveral gentlemen of the learned profeflion, and particularly 
of a learned and honourable friend of his (Mr. Erfkine), whofe 
talents %nd exertions upon the ftibjeft did him the higheft ho- 
nour. The (hifts to which the authors of the bill were driven, 
in commitments, recommitments, and, above all, the ridicu- 
lous anxiety they had dtfcovered to prevent the difcufSon from 
being made public, all indicated a confcioufnefs of the impro- 
priety of the meafure altogether, and the whole now was a mafs 
that would injure the chara&er of the country, and particu- 
larly of that Houfe. It would be a bad compliment to the 
age in which we lived. He concluded with giving the motion 
his decided negative. 

Mr. BURKE faid, that he was not furpriled the right ho- 
nourable gentleman who fpoke laft fhould predift an anfwer 
to what he had faid, as he muft think too well of the Houfe, 
as well as of himfelf, to fuppofe that he fhould remain unan- 
fwered. -What fort of anfwer he fhould receive from others 
he could not take upon him to fay ; but for himfelf he would 
alTert, that though his anfwer might be the weakeft, it fhould 
certainly be the faired. Infirmity might call for pity ; but 
his candour, he truded, would claim approbation. The right 
honourable gentleman, he faid, h^d confined his objedions to 
two points ; the one dilatory, the other peremptory. And, 
fird, as to the dilatory, or the abfence of a certain learned 
gentleman (Mr. Erikine), he regretted, and the [Houfe mud 
regret, that the conflidling duties of that learned gentleman to 
that Houfe on the one hand, and his clients on the other, 
fhould have prevented him from affording aflidance and infor- 
mation fo very material as his to the" prefent difcuflion — a lofs 
of fuch magnitude, he faid, demanded fomething by way of 
comfort, and that he would afford them. Ittnud then, in the 
place, comfort the Houfe and the right honourable gentle- 
man, "*diat whatever the difcuflion loft by the learned gentle- 
VouXXXV. Cc 
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man’s abfence bis clients gained, suid he himfelf was proper- 
tionably indemnified in his profits. Another comfort he oU 
fered them .was, that though the learned gentleman had been fo 
cburliih as not to communicate his rich ideas to his right ho- 
nourable friend, that gentleman did not (land much in need of 
bis afliftance, either in fubdantial eloquence, fplendid declama- 
tion, virulence, or acrimony ; and while the right honourable 
gentleman was prefent, he thought the Houfe would hardly be 
inconfolable for the lofs of his abfent friend — though Atlas was 
gone, Hercules remained to lend his (houlders to the falling 
globe of the Cohftitution. Mr. Burke ridiculed Mr. Fox’s 
lamentation for the abfence of Mr. Erfkine. If, however, he 
faid, the Houfe was to defer its bufmefs till the learned abfentee 
had difeharged his duty to all his clients, it would find itfelf in 
the predicament of the peafant of old, ExpeSfat rujiuus dum 
dijluai amnis. The Hciifc, in that cafe, mud ^yait long enough, 
and, in doing fo, gratify the right honourable gentleman, who, 
like Fabius, wifhed to fight all his adverfaries by delay — a par- 
ticular mode of generalfhip that never was carried to fuch 
length in ancient or modern times as by the right honourable 
gentleman. As to the peremptory objeftion, he admitted, 
that if there was a fubjed mere ferious in its nature than any 
other for the contemplation of Parliament, it was that of med- 
dling with the laws at all. When the Houfe touched jurif- 
prudence, it (hould do it with a tender hand ; the criminal 
part dill more tenderly, and the law of treafon mod of all ; 
for they were thofe in which power might be word employed 
to hurt perfons obnoxious to it ; it (hould, therefore, be watch- 
ed mod carefully : when the Conditution was concerned,. there 
could not be too much caution. There were, he faid, but 
two points on which the bill could be confidered ; one, whe- 
ther it was conformable to law ; the other, whether it was 
confident with policy ; and, in confidcring the matter, the 
Houfe mud throughout take along with them, as the grounds 
of their rcafoning, and the very foundation of the bill, that 
we were at war with France upon its prefent bottom and fyf- 
tem as it related to the other powers of Europe. The chaiges 
of unconditutional and hodile to liberty had been levelled at 
the bill. Thefe, he faid, feemed to be common-place expre^ 
lions of gentlemen on all occafions : they were ufed Mirlre- 
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qiiently ; but, in his opinion, ihould not be ufed fo lightly. 
Thofc, and thfe whole of the right honourable gentleman’s fpeech 
on the preTentoccafion, refembltd more a ^rize dedamaticm at 
an univerfity than the fubftantial arguments of a ftatefman ; but 
coming from a perfon of abilities fo truly refpe£table (and no 
man refpeded his talents more than he did), they required at- 
tention. Our Conftitution was a provident fyftem, formed of 
feveral bodies, for fecuring the rights, the liberties, the per- 
fons and the properties of the people. The Conftitution was 
compofeS of the King, Lords, and Commons ; and in the- 
judicial power, the King was reprefented by the Judges, the 
Lords by the Writ of Error, and the Commons of England 
by the Juries. ** Now let us,” faid he, get out of the tor- 
rent of declamation, and fee what part of this Conftitution 
is touched or affe£led by the prefent bill. Is the King’s prero- 
gative touched r Are the Lords touched by it in their legHla- 
tive or judicial capacity ? Are the Commons touched by it ? 
Are the Judges or Juries touched by it ? No — none of thofe ; 
The Conftitution remains facred and inviolate ; and the whole 
torrent of ad captandum vulgus declamation on the fubje£l melts 
into air.” — The queftion, then, was, did the bill touch thofe 
things for the prote6lion of which the Conftitution exifted ? — 
Was it alkcd, whether it infringed on libertyf He would fay. 
Yes, it did. It was a law ; and laws always infringed in fome 
refpeft on natural liberty, as commanding fomething to be 
avoided. Every law that was made took away fomething 
from the portion of liberty. It was then to be conGdered, 
whether the prefent meafure was fuch as took away more than 
was neceflary of that liberty? — If fo, he thought it ought not 
to pafs : and, next, whether it took away fuoh a liberty as, if 
it remained, could do no mifchief ? 

In a conftitutional view, all aAs done by that Houfe were to 
be confidcred as either peace or war aSs. There muft be a 
peace police, and a war police ; the latter of which was to fe- 
cure the bleilings enjoyed in the former, and each difterent 
from the other, the neceifities of war calling for an increafe of 
the prerogative of the Crown, in progreffive proportion to the 
difficulties that occurred in it ; and this made a p&rt of the body 
common Jaw. If this, then, was the cafe, the firft 
thing tolie confidered was, whether the general matter of the 

C c a 
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bill hannonixe^ with the geaeral principles of the Coaftitu* 
tion^ nod were juftified by the example of onranceftors? Con- 
venience^ he faid, was the ground of all law ; and hence the 
prefentbill was connftent with the general principles of juris- 
prudence. The juridical power of punifliing as traitors thofe 
who aided and comforted the King’s enemies, could be traced 
to Edward III. and, if ncccffary, even farther. Aiding, in 
the ftrid legal fenfe of the word, was aflifting and comforting, 
was making (Ironger ; and the prefent a£l went exadlly to that 
objcfl, following the principle of the law of 25th £dW. III. 
and only drew out into a detail of fpecific afts the generality of 
that Statute. Ami though the provifion of that law went in 
general terms to make aiding and comforting the King’s ene- 
mies treafon, yet it direded the King, by the advice of his 
Judges, to fpecify thofe particular things which were to be 
confldered as overt afts ; and he hoped it would be confidered 
as no difparagement of the gentlemen of the prefent day to 
fay, that thofe of that time were as competent to judge. Lord 
Coke faid, that the law was as well underftood then as it ever 
was lince; and though the fafiiionable jargon now was, that 
thofe of the prefent day had got all the wifdom in the world to 
themfcives, there were as great men then as any now in law 
and Church and State. The Legiflators who made the ail of 
Edward III. he (aid, gave that diredlion, as they did not wifli 
to leave to the fubtility of Judges, or fimplicity of Juries, fo 
very material a point. In the prefent cafe, the bill followed 
the fpirit, but not the letter of that of Edward III. as well as 
thofe of Charles II. King William, and Queen Anne, all of 
which did the fame thing that is done in this : fo that the Houfe 
might confider themfcives as not ailing worfe than their an- 
ceftors. Here Mr. Burke read an ail of Queen Anne, con- 
taining provifions fimilar to thofe before the Houfe. This, 
he faid, he had read for the purpofe of (hewing that our an- 
ceftors had entered into an enumeration of the fpecific things 
that CDoftituted the offences, not as overt ails, but as ails 
treafonable in themfcives, following exadly that of King 
William, all of which went on the principle, that it was not . 
fafe for the fubjeil to have the conftru&ion of overt ails left 
to the caprice of Judges; and the laft Statute (naine|j[<;a«6f 
Queen Anne,) was not only profpcilivc, but ietrofpediye.;— 
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as it declared thofe who iud been abroad before it, and letisrn* 
ed without liccnfe, traitors^— and profpe£tive, as it declared 
thofe who tranfported, or went on board a fliip with intent 
to traofport themfelvesto France, guilty of high treafoa; 
fo that this was not the firft attempt to make an intent tu^ 
treafon. That Statute had an energy and a harihnefs in it 
far greater than the prefent, although it was made in the very 
fe/Son that the Queen received an account of the glorious 
vidory of Blenheim — although the Houfes of Parliament 
wertf full of Whigs, and although there was not a (ingle di* 
vifion in the Commons on it, from the 12 th of January to the 
8th of March, the time it was going through the Houfe. 
Nay, it was carried triumphantly through, though the 
Commons were as wife and virtuous then as at any time. 

Here Mr. Burke quoted a fentence from the Lex yulia Ma~ 
jejittlisf in order to (liew that all nations agreed in the prin- 
ciple, that he who aided the enemy was guilty of high trea* 
fun. But gentlemen had aiked, was a bare intent to comiiut 
an act fufficlent ground for puni(hmentr To this he. would 
anfwer, Yes ! the law pronounced it — not that intent which 
lay concealed in the bofum, but that which was conceived 
with a refolutiop to execute it — not the cogitation, bitf the 
determination; and for this he gave the authority of 'Serfeant 
Hawkins, who fays, that by law an intent to commit a fe- 
lony is a felony itfelf, as a man (hooting at another with io.. 
tention to kill him : and he put the queftion, whether, if 
there were bravoes in this country as there are in others, die 
Houfe would hefitate to make their laying a plan to kill a man 
felony ? As to the word agree, to which fo many obje Aions 
had been made, Mr. Burke anfwered with great force of ar- 
gument, that an agreement implied an intention of two peo- 
ple ; it was, in fafl, a contradl— not a nudum faStum^ but 
fuch as a man might recover on at law. As to the argument 
of the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox^) drawn from 
the ftatute of frauds and perjuries, that a fum above lol. cannot 
be recovered under a verbal agreement, that right honour- 
able gentleman, he Cud, was acquainted, with the laws well 
enough to know, that the criminal law punilhed an offence 
a. fum /ar below that on which a civil aAion could be 
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maintained; for inftance, if a man piit a twopenny ftamp 
upon paper, it was felony. In ihort, the fmalleil pecuniary 
frauds were held by the law highly criminal — and for this 
plain reafon, that if, in criminal cafes, a ioofe was given in 
fmall matters, it would be impolTible to know where the 
inifchief would end : fo that from criminal and civil law it 
was impoilible to argue a minore ad majorum^ or vice verfa. 
When gentlemen cbjcfted to the provifions of the bill on the 
fcore of poffible perjury, they Ihould reflc£l, that it is the 
condition of human law and human nature to be ruled by^ the 
oaths of men in trials for their life and property, there being 
no other means to be reforted to. That objedlion, therefore, 
was at an end : fo that the bill introduced no new matter, no 
anomaly whatfoever; and if it diftered from the Statute of 
Anne in any thing, it was in being infinitely more lenient. 
The next matter for the coiifideration of the Houfe was, 
whether there were any new occafions that demanded this 
meafure? And if there were, whether..they came swithin the 
radaning-of the words, aiding and comforting?— For the 
laws, ^he faid, were bending to occafions while they followed 
principles, as the rays of light afling under a general law are 
refra&ed by a particular modification of glafs through which 
they would, under the fame laws, otheiwil'e pafsin a diredt 
line. What was the particular occafion that governed the 
picfeht cafe ? France liad endeavoured, under the fpecious 
pretext of an enlarged benevolence, to fow the feeds of en- 
mity among the nations, and deflroy all local attachments, 
calling them narrow and illiberal — thereby to diffever the 
people from their Governors — Let any one,” faid he, 
read tlk* proceedings of that mother of mi fchief, the Re- 
volution Society, and be convinced !** In confequence of 
this, he faid, the Houfe was called upon to give every fair 
advantage and every parental advice to the country, and pre- 
lerve that moral relation, the deftrudion of which was the 
great aim of its enemies. As to the injury commerce might 
be fuppofed to receive, he would fay a few words. Eng- 
land was a commercial nation— fo was every other, as far as 
it could. But if, by commercial nation, it was implied that 
commerce was her ultimate, her only end, be wouli^i deny jt^ ; 
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her commerce was a fubfervient inftruiaent to her greater 
mtcre(ls, her fecurity, her honour, and her religion. If the 
commercial fpirit tended to break thofe, he infixed it (bould 
be lowered. Gentlemen had faid, that if we refufed to fup- 
ply the French, Holland would ; and elucidated thofe argu<- 
ments by an old obfervation, that if the Devil was carrying 
a Dutchman to Hell, he would contrafl with him to fupply 
the coals. To this he could only fay, that our fupplying the 
French would be exadly a parallel cafe, and full as defpi* 
cabl^*; and he would anfwer for the liberal and patriotic fpi- 
rit of the Brjtifh merchants, that they would willingly dif* 
penfe with the profits of that trade for the benefit of their 
country. As to the infuring of our enemy’s ihips, he ob- 
jefted to it, chiefly on account of the moral effeft it miift 
have on the minds 9f the people. In a (late of warfare, it 
muft be the with of every good mind to difarm the enemy ra- 
ther by defpoiling than killing them, as well from motives of 
humanity as perfonal intereft. When, therefore, a prize 
was taken, and an Englifii infurer was to pay the lofs, ex- 
clufivc of the incrcafed litigation, it either gave the captor 
the pain to deplore the lofs of a fellow fubjetSl, or rendered 
him callous to the confideration and feelings he fhould have 
on fuch an account, and infpired an habitual delight in the 
plunder of his fellow citizens, and an indifference to the wel- 
fare of his country, perhaps worfe. The claufe for prevent- 
ing Britifh fubjccts purchafing in the funds of France, he 
obferved, and with infinite regret obferved, was left out — 
it was indeed, he faid. 

Hiatus valde deflendus : 

But as it had been abandoned, he would make no farther re- 
marks on it. On the whole— conceiving, as he did, that it 
was the duty of the Houfe to concentre and fortify the coun- 
try — conceiving that it was their duty to keep their fubjeefu 
at home, and prevent an adulterous communication with the 
French — ^and conceiving that a man was as likely to be a better 
hufband for having two wives, as a better fubjecl for having; 
two countries — he would give the bill his moll hearty concur- 
^.And wjien the Houfe confidered that France could 



300 PARLTAM«.NTARY A. 1793. 

only be enabled to carry on war out of refooices drawn from 
the bowds of Great Britain, it could not but approve of • 
meafure which only went to prevent Englifhmen from |i|^t> 
tng aguoft their own country, and making cohtraAs to its 
ruin. *',Let us not," faid he, ** turn our every thing, the 
**, love of our country, our honour, our virtue, ourrdigion, 
** and our fecurity, to traffic — and eftimate them by the 
** fcale of pecuniary or commercial reckonings The nation 
** that goes to that calculation deftroys itfelf." 

Here Mr. Burke drew an animated glowing pi£hiTe of a 
ctmtraAor dealing with the French ; and put into his mouth 
the following expreffions : ** Should our Sovereign, impelled 
« by parental feelings for his people, hazard his auguft per* 
“ fon, and take the held againft you, behold, here is pow* 
** der of the firft quality, and here are bullets that fliall do 

his biifinefs ; I do not cheat you ; believe me, they are 
** good. Or (hould his children, ftimulated by an heredi- 
** tary third for glory, take. the held, avarice (hall defeat 
** their courage ; thofe bullets and this bayonet (hall go to 
** their hearts, and Great Britain and her commerce be the 
** gainer." He then turned to the fubfeription fet on foot 
for a provifion for the widows of men killed in battle, pro* 
nounced a warm eulogium on the fubferibers, and (aid, 
“ But then comes Mr. Contractor, and tells them, if I 
“ don’t fupply, you have no occafion to fubferibe — and while 
“ they find charity, his avarice (indsobjeCts for it." 

Mr. Burke concluded by declaring, all he delired was, that 
England would be true to hcrfelf, and not carry on an adul* 
terous intercourfe with the proftitute outcafts of mankind. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT informed the Houfe, that the Dutch 
had takeii the (tart of us in making a proviflon fimilar to that 
which was the objed of the prefent bill. 

Lord CARHAMPTON made a few obfervations, in the 
courfe of which he took notice of the obfervations of Mr. Fox 
on. the fubjeCl, as far as it related to Ireland. His Lordlhip 
was of opinion, that too much trouble was taken to allude to 
^ Iri(h, as if the union t&it fnbfifted between the two coun* 
Wies might be interrupted. He had no doubt but that ningtgp. 
nine out of one hundred of them would be glad to (ee'o^ng 
than a bill (imilar to this. 
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Mr. FOX explained, and faid he never made any endeavours 
for the purpofe to which the noble Lord alluded, and the part 
he had taken in the .prefent bill, with regard to that country, 
had been approved of by the Houfe, for they had adopted every 
one of his fuggeftions. Whether fuch conduft deferved re- 
buke,, the Houfe ought to judge for itfelf; for his part, all he 
did was to prevent difagreeable confcquences taking place. In- 
deed, the noble Lord Ihould complain of the Houfe itfelf, if 
he had ^ny complaint ; for the opinion of an individual was 
out of the queftion, after it was adopted by the Houfe. 

The Houfe divided'; 

For the palling of the bill — 154 

Againft it — — 53 

Majority - loi 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Wednejday^ loth April. 

The melTage from His Majefty being read, as alfo the order 
of the day, for taking it into confideration. 

The Houfe refolved itfelf into a Committee for that pur- 
pofe. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT moved, ‘‘ That one million five 
hundred thoufand pounds be granted to His Majefty, to en- 
** able him to defray the extraordinary expence of the year 
1793, in profecuting^the prefent war with vigour, and in 
taking fuch meafures as the exigence of the cafe may re- 
** quire ; fuch fum to be charged upon Exchequer bills, &c.” 

The refolution was put and carried, and ordered to be re- 
ported to the Houfe. 

Lord FIELDING faid, that an 'end of this w^ar was de- 
firable, and he hoped would foon take place. Infurredions 
and violent alarms had taken place in feveral parts of France, 
particularly in Britanny. His Lordffiip thought that Govern- 
ment had but one reafon for not fending troops to France, for 
the purpofe of affifting in thefe alarms to diftrefs the enemy, 
namely, that there were no troops, to fend. He therefore re- 
commended that fuch of our militia as Ihould be willing to go 
'"ihoald be addqd to a number of regulars, fo that no more than 
a third of the whole number (hould be employed in this fervice ; 
thq remainder, would be quite fufficient to preferve the internal 
VoL. XXXV. Dd 
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trantjuillity of our own country- This he propofcd'to be done 
. by a bill to enable His Majefty to add to edablilhcd foldiers, &c. 

The report of the refolution juft entered into was ordered to 
be received to-morrow. 

Sir CHARLES MORGAN moved the order of the day, 
which was to go into a Committee on a bill to prevent the 
working of canals in the time of the corn harveft. 

Mr. FRANCIS faid, that being entirely againft the prin- 
ciple of the bill, he prefumed he was in order in oppofing the 
Speaker's leaving the chair. That he did not propofc to enter 
at large into the arguments which might be urged upon the 
merits of this bill, but fliould content himfelf with ftating two 
fundamental objedions, which he thought were unanfvver- 
able : firft, that the bill was founded on a falfe fuppofition, viz. 
that labour provided and payment fccured would not find la- 
bourers, when they were moft wanted ^ that he, on the con- 
trary, was convinced that, in this country, wherever there 
was employment offered, and an adequate price granted, there 
would always be found hands fufficient to perform it. If, at 
any particular time or place a deficiency had exifted, it could 
only be accidental and temporary, and need not be provided for 
by the permanent provifions and coercive regulations of this 
bill. There was no rcafon to fuppofe that harveft labour would 
not be as readily fupplied as any other, if it was equally well 
paid for. But the fccond objeSion, which he had to ftate, ap- 
peared to him much more material, and in its nature infur- 
mountablc. TItat what the bill propofed was a thing, which 
no Lcgiflalurc had a right to do, that is, if natural jufticc 
were; as it ought to be, the diredion and limit of all legifta- 
live power. The induftry of all men ought to be free. Every 
individual had a right, of which he could not be deprived 
without injufticc, to carry his labour to that market, where he 
could difpofe of it to the greateft advantage, and to ferve that 
employer who offered him the higheft price for his fervice. If, 
at particul/ir feafons, there were in fad a competition for la- 
bourers between the farmers and the canals, would you by 
force deprive the labourer of the benefit of that competjtioq^?- 
Would you fay to a working man, who has* nothing but the 
labour of his hands to fubfilt on, that he mull work for the 
fanner for a (hilling or eighteen pence a day, when he cin get 
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two (hillings by working on the canals ? What right have you 
to give the farmer a monopoly of the fervice of any fct of men ? 
Let him- pay for it*, and he will have it. The clafs of peopfe 
who were to be afFcftcd by this bill, was the loweft in the 
community, and for that reafon, if they were induflrious,, the 
bell entitled to kindnefs, encouragement, and proteftion. — 
Property they have none. What fight, what confolation, 
would they have left, if you deprived them of the liberty of 
providing for their neceffiiies, by the free and uncontrolled ap- 
plicatign of the labour of their hands ? He trufted, there- 
fore, that the Houfe of Commons, who were the proper guar- 
dians of the people, would never confent to pafs a bill to de- 
prive them of the firft of all natural rights, that of labouring, 
as profitably as they could, for thcmfelves. 

Mr. DENT was againtt the bill in queftion ; he faid there 
were hundreds of people who came from Scotland and from 
Ireland, for the purpofc only of working in canals, and who 
knew nothing of corn harvelt. If this bill paffed, they would 
be entirely deprived of the only honeft means they had of fub- 
fiftcncc. If they (hould return to their native country, would 
the farmers pay their expenccs, and give them an equivalent 
for their lofs of wages ? 

Mr. POWYS was againft an unqualified bill that lliould 
operate to the rettraint of labour, but thought that one might 
be modified, fo as to meet the ends of juftice and expediency. 

Mr. CAWTHOR^^E was nearly of the fame opinion. 

Mr. COURTENAY oppofed the whole principle of the 
bill, upon the fame grounds as thofe fpecified by Mr. Francis. 

Mr. BURKE alfo oppofed the whole principle of the bill. 
He faid there could not exift any neceflity for it ; for where 
there was a competition for raifing the price of labour, there 
would labourers be found. 

Sir CHARLES MORGAN faid, if this bill did not pafs, 
he defpaircd of getting in the corn. 

Sir WILLIAM MILNER was againfl the motion. 

Sir WILLIAM DOLBEN fpoke in favour of it, and 
thought the bill might be modified to obviate obje£tions. 

A divifion was called for, bqt it was afterwards agreed to 
poftpoae this bufinefs until this day three iponths« 

Dd 2 
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The order of the day being read, for taking into confidcra- 
tion the adjourned debate, on the motion for leave to bring in 
a bill to prevent bribery and corruption in the future elefiion of 
Members to ferve in Parliament for the borough of Stock- 
bridge, in the county of Southampton; and alfo for leave to 
bring in another bill, to disfranchife certain eleftors of that 
borough, 

Mr. POWYS faid, that as to the fir ft bill he had no objec- 
tion ; but unlefs he had better evidence laid before him, he 
fhould not think himfelf juftified in voting for the fecondT 

Mr. SALISBURY faid a few words in explanation of the 
evidence on which the report of the Committee was founded. 

Mr. FOX approved of the mode which had been adopted in 
the prefent cafe, in feparating the two objeSs of the report of 
the Committee. He confidered the bill to difqualify the elec- 
tors, as a bill of pains and penalties ; and he remembered in the 
cafe of Shoreham, wlien a bill of pains and penalties paded, 
he heard a great deal of evidence in the Houfe, but not think- 
ing that evidence fufiicient, he voted againft that bill. He had 
no particular objedion to this bill being brought in, in order 
that the fubjed might be fully dlfcuifed, but then he Ihould 
require evidence to be given at the bar of that Houfe in a very 
fatisfadory manner, of the clear guilt of ihefe electors, before 
he fhould agree to the pafling a bill to deprive them of their 
fight of eledion. 

Mr. ELLIOT faid a few words. 

Mr. HUSSEY thought the proceeding in this bill to be, 
properly fpeaking, a proceeding upon an ex poji faSfo law ; if 
the law was per fed, why not proceed upon the law as it ftands ; 
if otherwife, why make a law for this cafe in particular, why 
jioi alter the law in general ? He confidered this meafure as an 
ad of oppreflion upon thefe perfon? ; for was it poffible for 
them to appear properly before the Houfe to make their own 
defence ? He moved ** That this debate be adjourned to this 
day three months.*' 

'The SOLICITOR GENERAL objeded to the principle 
of the bill. There W'as an ad of Parliament, the 2d of Geo. 
II. which regulated the mode of trying perfons for bribery at 
eledions, ^nd of puniihing them if convided. * The time of , 
profecution was by that ad limited to two years after the dbn- 
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viflion of the offence, and this bill njight be faid to be a bill 
for enlarging the powers of that aft. 

Mr. BUXTON was decidedly in favour of leave to bring in 
the bill in queftion. He thought the care that Houfe ought to 
take of the Conftitution of this country required it. He thought 
that every man in this country, who had the right of an elec- 
tion of Members to ferve in Parliament, ought not to confider 
liimfelf as holding it for his own intcreft, or even for the intc- 
reft of ^the place in which he lived, but that he held it for the 
general intereft of the whole country, and that fo regarding it, 
he jfhould give his vote for the wifed and the bed man he knew, 
in order that the people at large Ihould be fatisfied with the 
date of tlieir reprefentation ; for thefe reafons he thought that 
Houfe could not be too eager to punilh thofe who had been 
guilty of briber / and corruption. 

Sir FRAN' IS BASSET fupported the motion. 

Mr. WIN OH AM was not of opinion that the prefent was 
fuch u • afe as cal!« J for the feverity of a bill of pains and penal- 
ties, fuch a mcafure fhould be referved for great offenders ; he 
was therefore againil the bringing in of the bill in queftion. 

Mr. FRANCIS faid, Mr. Speaker, my opinion, on the 
nature and effeft of this bi!!, may poffibly be fmgular, and per- 
haps may be thought extraordinary ; but it is ferious and fm- 
cerc. As fuch, I fhall deliver it without any other referve 
but that, which the forms of Parliament oblige me toobferve. 
Every man muft be feniible that there arc manyconfiderations, 
belonging to this particular fubjeft, which are fitter to be 
fuggelted and left to the refleftions of the Houfe, than to be 
publicly argued in detail. Confidering the aftual State of 
what is called the reprefentation of the Commons in Parlia- 
ment, 1 am agalnft this bill, and (hall oppofe every mcafure of 
this kind, that may be introduced hereafter on (imilar ground. 
In what I am going to fay. Sir, I do not mean or defire to 
make a particular application to the prefent Houfe of Com* 
mons. 1 look back to what has been, and forward to what 
may be. My opinion relates to a general fyftem, which I be* 
lieve to prevail univerfally through the kingdom, and of which 
it would be equally unnecefiary and diforderly to feleft the pre* 
ftht Houie of Commons as a diftinguiihed or prominent ex-* 
ample. 1 deem this bill to be, in the firft place, partial and 
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unjiift in its immediate penal opcratibn ; in the fecond, utterly 
ufclefs and ineiFe^lual to its profeffedor Aippofed ; and (inaliy, 
according to my view of the whole fubjedt, not only not bene- 
ficial, but likely to be injurious to the public fervice. In the 
diftribution of juftice, particularly where great penalties arc 
propofed to be inilidlcd, I hold it to be an eJential principle,, 
that equal mcafurc fliould be obferved, alike and indifferently, 
to all men. We have no right to fi>c upon fpecial inftances, 
for the purpofe of particular punifhmcnt, while >ve permit or 
connive at the general fyftem, to which thofc inHances infepa- 
rably belong. They, whofe minds are vigorous enough to 
deny, or too feeble to believe, that the conftrudlion of the Houfc 
of Commons, in former times, has not ’ been confiderably in- 
fluenced by money, that it has not been or is not likely to be 
the fubjeft of pecuniary bargain between the candidate and the 
conftituent, will differ from me in my conclufion. But he, 
who believes, as I do, that a fyftem of bribery and corruption 
prevails almoft univerfally, with the tacit confent, at Icafl, of 
thofe who ought and are able to correcl it if they think it a bad 
one, will never confent to inflidl fpecial penalties on perfons, 
who are no way diftinguiflied from their neighbours, but by 
the accident of being caught. You fuffer the fnarc to cxilf, 
and you piiiiifti the unwary offender, who happens to be taken 
in by it. But is he any wortc than the multitudes who cfcape ? 
If you believe that the commodity in queftiort is every day 
bought and fold by wholefale, by rich and eminent perfons, 
in all parts of the kii.gdom, will you punilh a few poor, ill- 
educated men, for endeavouring to lake their fliare in the fame 
traffic, and for doing in retail, and with much ftronger temp- 
tations, what their betters are doing in grofs ? The poor man 
takes the bribe. Againft him you arc fcvcrc. The rich man 
offers it. Of him you take no notice. Gentlemen, I think, 
ftiould look a little to their confcienccs bcfore'they venture to 
aflumc the office of judge in this cafe. A good deal has been 
faid by gentlemen v/ho oppofc the bill, of the want of legal 
proofs in the prefent inftance, and the difficulty of obtaining 
fuch evidence, as would juftify the Houfc In puffing a bill of 
pains and penalties. For my part, Sir, I lay all thofe confi- 
dcrations out of the queftion. I take it for granted, that the 
pariicvilars ftated in the report of ycnir Cornmitteciarc \velt 
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founded. If I had heard every inftance of the corruptions in 
queftion proved fpecifically at your bar, if I had fecn the elec- 
tors of Stockbridge take the money, it would make no diffe- 
rence in my opinion of this bill. You cannot punifli, when 
you refufe or negle£l to reform. The abufe is general and no- 
torious. The inftance you prohibit is nothing but a fample of 
the praftice you permit. Do you think that, by disfranchififig 
thefe individuals, the principal end of penal jufticc will in any 
degree be obtained? Do you believe it will deter others, ei- 
ther high or low, from felling their intereft or their votes in 
other places, or at this place at a future election ? You knoyv 
it will not. All the efFe£t, to be expefled from fuch a mca- 
furc as this, is to make other perfons, in a fimilar fituation, a 
little more cautious in the form of iheir proceedings, a little 
more dexterous in the management of their corrupt engage- 
ments, and more careful of cxpofing themfclvcs to be detefted. 
Under pretence of punilhing bribery, in a particular cafe, all 
you do is to teach the lelfon, and inculcate the neceffity, of 
adlng with deeper fraud on other occafions. If there be any 
truth in thefe reflcclions^ if it be admitted, as I think it muft, 
in the mind of every man, that this bill, whether juft or not 
in its immediate application, will not deter others; I then 
fliould be glad to know, in what fenfe our having recourfe to 
fuch a meafure. can be of any advantage to the Public. On 
my principles, and according to wy view of the fubjeft, nothing 
can be more injurious to the public fervice than to hold out to 
the people the appearance of parliamentary vigour, in particu- 
lar inftances of corruption, when, in fad, we are indifferent 
about the whole fyfteni, and fuffer it to take its courfe without 
interruption or notice. The effect of thefe pretended reme- 
dies, thefe occafional palliatives, I fear, will be to lull and ftu- 
pify the people, already too dull and indifferent, on the fubjed 
of a parliamentary reform, and to deprive us of any chance of 
a real effedive remedy. Believing, as I do, that a complete 
alteration in the cotiftrudion of the Houfe of Commons is in- 
difpenfibly neceflary to the prefeiVation of the Conftitution, I 
never will concur in any meafure that tends to throw a veil 
oveflhe general abufe, or to encourage the people in thinking 
that a general comprchcnfive remedy for a univcrfal and rooted 
#yil may be delayed with fafety. For mv part« Sir. I f^rmiiifl v 
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and folemnly declare, that, confldering all the circutnftances 
of our fltuation, I think it would be ultimately more advanta> 
geous to the country, that the abufe, of which we have noW 
one folitary example before us, fhould be fuffered to grow and 
increafe as it has done, rather than refort to the ufelefs checks 
of fuch occalional bills as this ; for then, perhaps, a time may 
come, when the evil may cure itfelf, or when thepublic fhame 
and fcandal of the prefent mode of election may become fo 
grols and enormous, that this Houfe may at lad be compelled 
to put an end to it. 

Mr. POWYS difclaimed all the fentiments he had juft 
heard, and begged it to be underftood, that he voted againft 
the bill, noton any theoretic ^deas of general reform, but on 
the infufliciency of the evidence in this fpeciiic cafe. 

Sir WATKIN LEWES was for leave to bring in the bill. 

Colonel MACLEOD was alfo in its favour. 

Mr. HUSSEY explained. 

The Houfe divided. 

For leave to bring in the bill 19 
Againft it — — 18 

The Houle adjourned. 

Thurfdajt iith April. 

The report of the Committee of Supply of one million and a 
half to be granted to His Majefty, to defray the extraordinary 
expences of the prefent year, was brought up. The refolution 
was read, agreed to, and a bill ordered to be brought up in 
purfuance of it. 

Lord FIELDING gave notice, that on Monday he Ihould 
move for leave to bring in a bill to enable His Majefty to aflift 
the infurgents in Britanny, by taking fuch of the militia of this 
country as Ihould be willing to go upon foreign fervicc;, in ad- 
dition to r^lar troops. 

Mr. GASCOYNE opened a petition from the Mayor and 
Corporation of Liverpool, Hating the ftagnation trade and 
commerce, on account of , late failures in certain parts of the. 
country, and that the general interefts of commerce would be 
injured by it, if fome ftepS were not taken to prevent it. JFor • 
that purpofe, the petitioners had formed a plan to i^e their 
notes, under certain regulations, as to days of_ payment and 
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intereft, and they ftated their readinefs to lay before the Houfe 
a precife (late of their property and theh* ability to honour fuch 
notes when they became due, &c. 

Mr. Gafcoyne ftated, that in point of form there could only 
be prefented to the Houfe a petition for leave to prefent another 
petition to the efFeS which he had opened, becaufe the day for 
receiving private petitions was paffed. This form being com- 
plied with, the petition itfclf was prefented to the Houfe, the 
prayer^ of which was, That leave be given to bring in a bill 
‘‘ to enable the Mayor and Corporation of Liverpool to raife 
** certain fums of money on their negociable notes, &c.’* 

Referred to a Committee. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT called the attention of the Houfe to 
this fubjefl, which, he faid, appeared to him to be of great 
magnitude and importance. He wilhed gentlemen to turn the 
fubjeft in their minds. The firft queftion that would occur 
to them would be, whctlier the fails to which the petition al- 
luded were true ; upon this he gave no opinion now ; he only 
thought it proper that the attention of the Houfe ftiould be 
called to it, as it was a fubjeil of great importance. He ftiould, 
however, fay as he felt, that this application did great honour 
to the liberality and fpirit of the Corporation of Liverpool ; for 
they had ailed in a manner that might be highly ferviceable to 
the commercial intereft of this country. There were many 
inftances of individuals in this country being brought to diffi- 
culties i not from their want of folid capital, or inability to 
anfwer all the demands upon them, but from fudden demands 
being made, which they were not able, all at once, to dif- 
charge. For thefe reafons, there were many individuals in 
this country compelled to ftop payment, although there was no 
doubt, that on the making up their accounts their folvency 
would appear. He applauded the fpirit which didlated this 
petition ; and confidering it in the nature of an example, it ap- 
peared to him to be of great importance. He hoped the re- 
port upon the fad^s would be fliort ; and if the Houfe could 
grant the prayer of the petition, he hoped they would proceed 
with the care and caution which the magnitude of the fubjcdl 
feemed to him to require. 

•Mfc^THORNTON rofe, and faid, that the ftate of credit 
for fomc time paft had encouraged the merchants to extend 
Vot.XXXV. Ee 
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their engagements fo rapidly, that the moft ferlous confe* 
quences were to be apprehended, unlefs Parliament fliould 
fpeedily interfere. He confeiTed himfetf aware that the Bank 
of England might be looked up to on an occaCon which was 
hitherto unprecedented. The Bank, however, had moft libe- 
rally ftepped forward, and granted every poflible degree of fup- 
port and indulgence, and gentlemen muft be confcious, that 
an undue exteniion of their credit would be highly improper, 
and prove ultimately injurious to the Public. 

The petition was referred to a Committee to confider and 
report upon* 

A petition was prefeiited from feveral ele<ftors and proprietors 
of houfes in the borough of Stockbridge, complaining of the 
injury which their property would fuftain if the hill then de- 
pending in the Houfe, extending to the freeholders of the ad- 
jacent hundreds the right of voting for Members to reprefent 
the faid borough in Parliament, which right was at prefent 
confined to houfeholders paying fcot arfd lot, fhoiild pafs into a 
aw ; and praying that they might be heard by their counfcl 
againft the faid bill. 

A motion was accordingly made that the petition Ihould lie 
upon the table, * and that on the fecond reading of the bill to 
* which it referred, the petitioners fliould he heard by their 
‘ counfcl againft the fame.’ 

Mr. E. J. ELLIOT confidercd the prayer of this petition 
to be extremely indecent, as it went the length of infinuating, 
that the right of , voting for Members to fit in Parliament was 
a matter of propeny ; and that the Legiflature ought not to 
pafs a law, however necelTary it might be to the purity of rc- 
prefentation, becaufe, forfooth what the elcftors very inde- 
cently called their property, would be injured by it. The 
faSt was, the right of voting w^as a truft, and whenever it was 
evident that it wasgrofsly abufed, it was a duty incumbent up- 
on Parliament to guard as much as poffibic againft a repetition 
of the abufe, and to attend folely to the public good, regard- 
lefs of private confiderations. He faid, that irrefiftlble evi- 
dence had been given in thp Committee, of which he had been 
Chairman, appointed to try the merits of the laft eleSion for 
the borough of Stockbridge, of grofs and notorious bribery.and 
corruption praflifed at the fame \ fo that the Committee had 
2 
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direfted that a motion (hould be made in the HcJufe for leave 
to bring in a bill for disfranchifing 62 ele&ors of that bofought 
and for extending to others the right of cleftion. Under the(e 
circumftances, he confidered it to be his duty to refill the prayer 
of the prefcnt petition, and to refufe to hear the petitioners by 
their coimfel againft the disfranchifing bill, which the Houle 
had ordered in, and which was to be this day read a fecond 
time. He moved, by wray of amendment, that the words 
marked by inverted commas in the motion, fhould be left out. 

Mr? MARTIN concurred in opinion with Mr. Elliot ; he 
confidered the cledlive franchife as a trufl, and not as a matter 
of property ; and therefore he hoped the Houfe would not 
grant the prayer of the petitioners. 

Mr. HUSSEY was of a different opinion ; he thought that 
the ele6live franchife, when attached to a houfe, rendered that 
houfe more valuable than it could be without it ; and confe- 
quently he was of opinion, that to ftrip it of that valuable ap- 
pendage, mull be an injury to the proprietor. In his mind, 
it was laudable in a man to acquire property in a houfe which 
would give its owner or inhabitant the right of voting ; and 
the man who fliouldbe deprived of that right might complain, 
that both his property and importance would be thereby dimi- 
nilhed. He faid, he remembered very well that one of the 
bed plans for a parliamentary reform which had ever been laid 
before the Houfe of Commons was formed on the principle, 
that the elective franchife in boroughs was a matter of property, 
and on that ground it went to propofe and provide for the pur* 
chafe of all burgage tenures. The bill againd which the peti- 
tion was directed, ena6led, that the right of voting for the bo- 
rough of Stockbridge (hould be extended to the freeholders of 
the neighbouring hundreds. If by this, the right of voting 
was to be given to perfons who did not poflefs it before, fome* 
thing might be faid in fupport of the meafure ; but they were 
eledors already in right of their freeholds, and were reprefent- 
ed by the Knights of the Shire. With refpeft to the petitions* 
ers, whofe cafe was then under confideration, he thought the 
Houfe could not in judice or decency refufe to hear what they 
had to fay ; and therefore, though he (hould ftand alone, he 
was determined to take the fenfeof the Houfe upon the amend- 
ment noved By an honourable Member. 

£e a 
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The queftion was put, and the Houfe divided, when the 
amendment was rejected by a majority of 27. 

For the amendment, 12 ; Againft it, 39. 

The original motion was then carried, which fecured to the 
petitioners a hearing by their Counfel. 

The bill againft which the petition was prefented, was, ac- 
cording to the order of the day, to be read a fecond time. 

To oppofe the fecond reading Mr. Pigot and Mr. Douglas 
appeared at the bar as Counfel for the petitioners. The for- 
mer gentleman firft addrefled the Houfe, and having pro- 
ceeded for half an hour in his fpcech, he was interrupted by 

Mr. HUSSEY who moved that the Counfel fliould with- 
draw ; and the reafon he affigned for this motion was, that the 
arguments which the learned gentleman was tiling were of too 
much importance to be addrefled to almoft empty benches ; they 
were well entitled to the confideration of a full Houfe ; and to 
ufe them then, when fo few Members were prefent, could be 
of little ufe to the parties concerned. He.xlefired that the Houfe 
might be counted; it was accordingly counted, and it was 
found that only 31 Members were prefent ; the Houfe of con- 
fequence adjourned. 

Friday j I2th April. 

The bill for granting to His Majefty one million and half 
for the extraordinaries of the prefent year, was brought up by 
Mr. Rofe, read a firft time, and ordered to be read a fecond 
tirne on Monday next. 

Mr. HOBART brought up the report of the Confolidated 
Fund bill; read, and agreed to; and the bill ordered to be 
read a third time on Monday, if then engrofled. 

A fhort converfation took place between Mr. Elliot, Mr. 
Hufley, and feveral other Members, after which it was agreed 
to move the order upon the Stockbridge cledlion on Thurfday 
next. 

Mr. HUSSEY moved that the order of the day on the Million 
Bank bill for Monday next, be difeharged and appointed for 
Monday fortnight. Ordered. 

On a motion to revive a Committee upon a private bill, 
Mr. Cawthorne moved, that the Houfe be counted, 19 only 
appeared in the Houfe, and, therefore an adjournment t^|c 
place. 



A. 1793. 


DEBATES. *13 

Monday y i $th April. 

Thc^ordcr of the day being read for rcfolving into a Com- 
mittee on the Government and trade of India ; 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, his right honourable friend 
(Mr. Secretary Diindas) had not yet been able to complete the 
neccffary previous arrangements for opening the bufinefs to the 
Honfe. He would probably be able to bring it: forward in the 
courfe of the next week, and would give notice of the parti- 
cular day in the courfe of this week. In the mean' time he 
fhoiilJ move that the order be difeharged, and a new order made 
for Tiicfday next. 

The report of the Liverpool petition, praying for leave to 
bring in a bill to enable the corporation to raife money for the 
relief of commerce, was brought up. 

Mr. RYDER moved for leave to bring in a bill for more 
eiFe£tually raifing feamcn to man His Mujefty’s and merv^hants’ 
(hips, during the prefent war. Leave was given, and the bill 
brought in, and read the firft time. — Adjourned. 

Tuefday, ibth AyviL 

Colonel MACLEOI) rofc to alk the Secretary of State 
whether it was his intention to bring forward his propofition, 
of which he had given notice in the ea'rly part of the feflion, 
for taking off the duty payable on cop Is in the northern parts 
of Scotland. The feiTion, he obferved, was now” far advanced, 
and, if credit w'as to be given to certain reports, was drawing 
to a clofe ; and yet the right honourable gentleman had not yet 
thought proper to bring in his propofition for the relief of the 
Highlands, in lowering to the inhab’tants the price of fuel. 
There was no great ground fv>r hope, that if tlie bufinefs was 
taken out of the right honourable gentleman s hands, it would 
meet wdth fuceef? ; Itill it was the duty of ihofc who w^ere to- 
lerably acquainted with Scotland, and with the great hardfliips 
and grievances of the lower clafs of the people in the Northern 
part of the kingdom, arifing from the fcarcity and deariiefs of 
coals, to make an attempt to relieve them \ and ilierefore he 
gave notice that a motion would certainly be fubmitted to the 
Houfe by fome other gentleman, if iho right honourable Mem- 
ber w^as not prepared himfelf to make one this feffion. 

Mj-^^ccreuyy DUNDAS faid, that fo far. from having 
abandon^ the idea of relief to be granted to .tlie Highlands, of 
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which he had given notice in the early part of the fcffion, he 
then held in his hand a claufe which he had framed for this 
purpofe, and which he tnten(]ed, with the leave of the Houfe, 
to have inferted in a bill that was then in its progrefs through 
the Houfe. 

* Lord FIELDING rofe to make his promifed motion re- 
fpefting the Militia. He obferved, that the torrent of French 
iiivafion, which> with fraternity in its mouth, and havock in 
its heart, had threatened to ovet-run this country and all £u« 
rope, was, by the blefling of Providence, now happily re- 
pulfed, and the French armies were driven within their former 
boundaries. But this fortunate event ought not to make Eng- 
land relax in their efforts ; Ihe ought, on the contrary, to fol- 
low up the blow with vigour, left a change of fortune Ihould 
enable the enemy to refiime their projefts of conqueft and am- 
bition, and make them return to the charge with redoubled 
energy. A happy opportunity now offered, which, if we pro- 
perly availed ourfelves of, might help uS to wound France in 
the mod fenfible part ; fuch an opportunity as furpaffes the 
moA fanguine hopes any man dared to form a few years back : 
this opportunity was to be found in the infurreftions in Bre- 
tagne, fBritannyj a maritime province of that country, and the 
feat of her principal naval ftrength. He might fay, in the 
words of the poet, 

Angle j quad optanti divum promittere nemo 

Auderety volvenda dies^ en attulit ultro, Virg. 

Sound policy required that we fliould co-operate with, and 
fupport the infurgents ; but he admitted that it was not very 
eafy to find the means of an effedual co-operation. It was 
defirable tliat we fliould fend over to Bretagne a powerful body 
of troops ; but he was forry ,to fay that our army was very far 
from being complete, for we had little more than (keletons of 
battalions, and thin ranks. In fuch an emergency, it was na- 
tural for him to look to thofe from whofe patriot! fm the nation 
had every thing to expe£t ; he meant the corps of militia. 
He was aware that they could not be made to ferve out of the 
Kingdom ; but he was fufd, that when the intcreft of their 
country was at flake, the men who were in the militia would 
leadily wave their privilege, and confent to fer^e abroji 4 r He 
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did^not mean that this confent (hould be the refult of trick, re* 
cruitihg (Iratagem, or undue exertion of influence or antho* 
rity ; he did not wi(h that any militia man (hould be employed 
on foreign fervice, who (hould not be truly a volunteer. When 
His' Majefty intended to fend a detachment of his Guards 
abroad, he did not make ufe of the authority which belonged 
to him by law, he thertfore did not iffue his orders for the 
embarkation of any fpecifle officer or company, but caufed it 
to fignified to the three regiments, that he wi(hed for a cer- 
tain number of volunteers ; the confeqiience was, that they all 
turned out of their own accord, and voluntarily made a tender 
of their fervice. Juft fo would he proceed with the militia, if 
his plan was to be countenanced by the Houfe, and he would 
venture to foretell that the example of the Guards would be 
nobly followed by the militia ; as a proof that he was not with- 
out good grounds for entertaining fuch an opinion, he faid he 
was fpcaking in the hearing of an honourable Member, who 
was a Colonel in the militia, and who was authorized by the 
officers and foldiers of his regiment to fay, that they were ex- 
tremely willing to ferve their country either abroad or at home ; 
in a word, wherever their fervice might be moft advantageous 
to the Public. But though the motion was popular among the 
inferior officers and private men, there muft be fome failing, 
however, in the meafure, faid his Lord(hip, which the unen» 
lightened zeal of thefe gallant men and myfclf overlooked, and 
which the fagacity of the Colonels of militia and Lord Lieute- 
nants of counties had difeovered ; a radical one, no doubt, it 
muft be, as I find they will not hear of the bill being fo much 
as received, much lefs difculTed and modified in a Committee. 
1 cannot help regretting this, Sir, as they would have found 
the meafure I had in contemplation (leered clear of every ob- 
jeftion which did not go to the objeft of the meafure itfelf.— 
It would have been far from letting loofe the recruiting parties 
upon them ; it would have contained regulations to guard 
againft violence, competition of enormous bounties, debauch- 
ery, or any other of thofc unfair arts of fcdudlion by which the 
recruiting fervice is too generally carried on, and which 1 ad- 
mit would be utterly deftruftivc to all difeipline in a corps 
whidj.ftiouldbe expofed to it. All fair and reafonable limi-. 
tation too 1 (hould have gladly embraced. Nothing of this 
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fort, however, I found, Sir, would fatisfy gentlemen 5^ for 
which reafon, having 100 much perfonal refpcfl: for thrfn in- 
dividually, and too high a fenfe of their collcftive weight and 
importance in this Hoiife, to conteft any point with them, I 
lhall not perfift in making any motion. As I have fome reafon, 
however, to apprehend my motives have been mifconceived, I 
beg the indulgence of giintlcincn for a few words to that point. 
I proteft, in the firft place, this Hep did not arife from any 
concert with the Miniller ; I am but liille connedted wi^h any 
party, lead of all with his. My motives for bringing it for- 
ward were purely patriotic and difinterefted ; as a profeffional 
man, my plan was dircftly againft my own private intereft. 
His Lordfliip was proceeding to vindicate his motives, when 
he was called to order by 

Mr. BAKER, who faid as the noble Lord had declared that 

he did not intend to conclude with a motion, and as there was 

9 

other bufinefs w'hich many Members were waiting to difpatch, 
itcould not be orderly in his Lordfliip to take up the time of 
the Houfe in vindicating his own condiicl, which had not been 
impeached by any one. 

In this opinion the Speaker having concurred, 

Lord FIELDING faid, that he would bow to the authority 
of the old Member and refpeftable gentleman who had called 
huh to order, and to the ftill higher authority of tiie Chair, and 
would therefore proceed no farther. 

Colonel HARTLEY begged leave juft to obferve, that he 
was the perfon to whom the noble Lord had alluded, whofe 
regiment (the Bcrkfliire militia) had exprefled a readinefs to 
ferve abroad ; the faft was, he had received a letter from the 
officers of his corps, in which they declared that fliould the 
noble Lord’s plan be pafled into a law, they and their men 
would certainly be at His Majefty’s command, and would go 
upon any fen ice on which he might be pleafed to employ them ; 
but at the fame time, they gave no opinion about the propriety 
of bringing forw'ard fuch a plan. 

Mr, SHERIDAN hoped the Houfe would fuffer him to 
fpeak, though he did not know whether he fliould, any more 
than the noble Lord, (Fielding) conclude with amotion; on 
that head, he faid, he fliould be determined by*the anfwer to a 
queftion, wiuch he was going to put to His Majefty’s Minif- 
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ters QiMxagainft him. Thequeftion was, whether a paper 
which hid appeared in all the public prints, atfd was .thereiil 
ftiled a ftate paper, delivered to' their High Mightineflei the 
States General on the 5th inftant, and (igned Aucklafid 
Louis de Staremberg, was an authentic copy of a paper deU«» 
vered oh that day by the Englifh and Imperial Ambafladors at 
the Hague ? 

Mr. Chancellor PITT replied that a paper figned by the 
Englidf and Imperial Ambafladors at the Hague was delivered 
by them to the States General, on the 5th of April ; that he 
had feen an authentic copy of it ; but that he could not tell 
whether that which the honourable jgentleman faid had appear- 
ed in all the public prints was a corredl copy or not, as he had 
not read it in print. If the honourable gentleman wiflied to be 
fully informed on that head, the moft proper ftep for him to 
take for that purpofe would be to move for an official copy of 
the paper in queflion. 

Mr. SHERIDAN defired to know whether the right ho- 
nourable gentleman would have any objedion to his moving 
for it that moment? 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid he had ; and as the honourable 
Member might probably intend to ground foine proceeding on 
this paper, he would recommend it to him to give notice of the 
day on which he (hould move for the production of the State 
paper to which he had referred. 

Mr. SHERIDAN accordingly gave notice, that he would 
make fuch a motion on Thurfday ; and he faid that if it Ihould 
be found that the printed paper was an exaCt copy of the State 
paper delivered by Lord Auckland to the States General, he 
hoped the right honourable gentleman would agree with him, 
that it was as execrable and as unprincipled a paper as had 
ever difgraced the diplomatic world ; and that the noble Lord 
who had dared to prefent it ought to be immediately recalled, 
and then impeached. The Houfe adjourned. 

tVedneJday^ l*]th Aprih 

Mr* ROSE gave notice, that he fhould, on Monday next, 
iiu>ve for leave to bring in a bill for the encouragement^ of 
frfendl^ focielics.— Adjourned. 

VOL.XXXV* Ff 
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Thurfdajf i%th Aprils 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that laft Tuefday he had ftated to 
the Houfe that he ihould this day move for the produAion of a 
ftate paper, and he aflfured the Houfe that he did not move for 
that paper for the information of the Houfe or of the Public, 
nor did he move it for curiouty, but that he moved it with a 
view that it Ihould be followed up by a motion for an addrefs 
inftantly to re(:all Lord Auckland from his prefent fituation at 
the Hague, and afterwards with a motion of a ftill ftronger 
nature. The right honourable gentleman (the Chancellor of 
the ExchequerJ had wilhed this motion to be poflponed to this 
day, and he had conformed with that wifti. With refpeft to 
the paper he fliould move for, he faid, he tnifted that, on a 
very flight infpedion of it, every man miift be convinced that 
it could not be either for the honour or the credit of His Ma- 
jefty’S Minifters to flieltcr either Lord Auckland or themfelves 
by withholding the pap^r for which he Ihould move, and 
which was the only document on which he could regularly 
form his other intended motion ; and therefore, without fay* 
ing onfc word more, he might make his motion for this paper; 
at the fame time he was aware, that in this paper a great num- 
ber of other papers >vere referred to, moft of which had been 
already before the Public, although not officially before that 
Houfe ; and therefore he had no obje£tron to extending his 
motion to all the documents alluded to in this paper. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT Lid, that when the honourable gen- 
tleman mentioned this fubjedt, and alluded to a certain paper, 
he was not certain it was the paper wdiich he had in his own 
mind thought of, and therefore he had abtlained from giving 
any pofitivc anfwer. This, particularly when he confidered 
the exifting circnmftances of the country, appeared to him fo 
be his duty upon fo delicate a fubjed as that of laying before 
the Public ar ftate paper. He therefore took an opportunity of 
examming the ftate paper before he gave any anfwer, and ha* 
ving had that opportunity, he now declaried that he was fo far 
from defiring to give the IcSft oppofition t^ the motion which 
the honourable gentleman, was about to riiakc/ that, on the 
contrary, after the manner in which the fubjeft hid becri.ftatecl, 
not merdy for the honour of the chara<^er of the noble Lord 
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alludgi to, for whom, and for whofe charader, he felt what 
he ou^ to feel, for.hik having rendered great and elTential fer- 
vicca to his country, but alfo for the fake of the country itfeif^ 
he wifhed the whole of this fiibjedl to undergo the fulleft dif- 
cuflion, fully pcrfuadsd that, when it came before them, the 
condu^ of the noble Lord would be found to 5e in ftrift con-, 
formity to the fentiments which had been exprefled aurhenti- 
cally by His Majefty, and which had already received the de- 
cided jind unanimous approbation of that Houfc. He did not 
wi(h to enter . into the fubjc(^i at prefent ; he (hoiild only far- 
ther obfcrve, that if the honourable gentleman did not mean 
to move for other papers alluded to in this memorial, he him- 
felf fliould have moved for them. 

A (hort converfation then took place between the Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer and Mr. Sheridan as to the fpecific pa- 
pers which would be wanted for the future di feu (lion of the 
fubjeS ; that being fettled, 

Mr. SHERIDAN moved, That an humble addrefs be 
** prefented to His Majeiiy, praying that lie^ill be gracioufly 
** pleafed to give dire&ions for laying before the Houfe a copy 

of the memorial, dated the 5 ih of April inftant, and pre- 
** fented to the States General by the Bntifh and Imperial 
** Minifters.” — Ordered. 

Mr. SHERIDAN then gave notice of his motion on this 
fubjeft on Monday next. 

Mr. GREY adverted to the (landing order of the Houfe 
upon the fubjeft of bribery at elcdions. That if any perfon 
procured himfelf to be returned a Member of that Houfe, or 
Ihould endeavour to do fo by means of bribery or other cor- 
rupt prafticcs, he fliould be proceeded agaiuft with the utmoft 
feverity. A report had been prefented to that Houfe by one of 
its Members (Lord Arden} j this report, amongft other things 
read at the bar, ftated that a Member had been guilty of bri- 
bery by lus agent. Mr. Grey faid he underftood it was always 
ufual, on the report being brought up to the table, for the ho- 
nourable Member prefenting that report, to iQOve that it be 
read ; this was not done by the nqble Lord who prefented this 
report. Mr. Grey faid he did not pledge himfelf to follow up 
this fubjefl avith any particular motion after what he fliould 
conclutlc with on this fubj[e<a to-day ; he rather wifhed to re- 

Ff2 
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mind the lloufe how this fubje£fc flood at this momen^ He 
coilcluded widi moving that the mfolutions he alluded, be 
lead. 

The SPEAKER juftified Lord Arden in what he had done 
vpon the report, and obferved that all the injundions of Par- 
liament had been complied with in this cafe, and that it was 
competent to any Member to make the motion alluded to. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT was of opinion that fuch a mbtion 
was proper, but hinted alfo, that before the fubjed could be 
fakl to be fairly before the Houfe, the minutes of the Com- 
mittee Ihould alfo be printed. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he was forry to oppofe his honour- 
aUe friend, and yet he knew not how to help it ; for it appear- 
ed to him to be difgraceful to the Houfe to have minutes of 
bribery laid before them, without any mption upon the fubjeA. 
But it was a tender fubje£t. If men were obliged to lay their 
hands upon their hearts, and declare the truth, the number of 
Members of that Houfe who would be in that fituation, he, 
from anxiety for the refpedability of the Houfe, would not 
venture to furmife. 

The refolutions were then read, and, after a Ihort converfa- 
tion, the minutes taken before the Committee were ordered to 
be laid before the Houfe. 

On the queflion that Counfel be now called in to be heard 
againfl the bill to prevent bribery at the eledion for Stock- 
bridge, ' 

Mr. SHERIDAN moved an amendment, inllead of “ now," 
** Monday next ” be adopted. 

A debate of confiderable length took place. The Houfe 
divided, 

For the amendment, 15 ; Againft it, 68. 

Saturday t loth April. 

The Houfe adjourned into WeAmmller Halh, to the trial of 
Warren Haflings, Efq. ^ 

There being two Members prefesnt on their return from 
'Weftminfter Hall, the Houfe adjourned till Monday withmit 
doing any bufmefs. 
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Monday^ Vli April* 

The Older of the day being read for the fecond reading of, 
the Bolton and Bury Canal bill, on the queftion that the bill be 
now read a fecond time,^ 

Colonel EGERTON moved, as ai^ amendment, to leave 
out the word now,” and to infert this day three months/^ 
After a (hort debate the Houfe divided, 

Ayes, for the amendment, 80 ; Noes, 65. 

Before ftrangers were again admitted into the gallery, Mn 
Sheridan, we underftood, having been applied to by both (ides 
of the Houfe, agreed to put off his motion on Lord Auck* 
land’s memorial, for the accommodation of public bufmefs, 
until Tliurfday next; 

Some converfation then took place on the fubjed of the Li- 
verpool petition ; after which leave was given to bring in a 
bill to authorife the Corporation of Liverpool to iifue nego- 
ciable notes for a time to be limited. 

Sir WILLIAM SCOTT ftated, that it had been ufual, at 
the commencement of a war, to pafs an aA regulating the dif- 
tribution of prize money. He had bellowed a good deal of 
attention upon this fubjefb, and had it in contemplation to 
bring forward a propofition for a general plan of regulation as 
to this matter ; at prefent he meant to move for leave to bring 
in a bill for the better encouragement of Teamen, and manning 
His Majefty’s navy, the chief purpofe of which would be to 
regulate, in the mean time, the dillribution of prize money. 
Leave was given to bring in the bill. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT moved, ** That the thanks of the 
Houfe be given to the Rev. Dr. Hungerford, for his fermon 
** preached before that Houfe on Friday lad ^ and that he be 
requeded to print the fame.” 

The LORD ADVOCATE OF SCOTLAND dated, 
that His Majedy’s Catholic fubjeSs in Scotland are at prefent 
incapacitated by law either from holding or tranfmitting landed 
property, and are liable to other very fevere redridions, which 
could not now be jiidified by any neceflity or expediency, and 
therefore moved, ** That leave be given to bring in a bill to 
^ relieve porfons profeffing the Roman-catholic religion from 
certain penalties and difabilities impofed on them by ads of 
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Parliament in Scot] and j and particularly by an ad^f the 
8th of King William.** This motion was orderc^^ be 
Tcferred to a Committee of the whole Houfe to-morrow. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid, he thought it right to repeat 
the notice he had formerly given : he meant to fubmit to the 
Houfe to-morrow certain propofitions with refpedl to the trade 
of India. 

Mr. RYDER moved, That the Houfe fliould go into a 
Committee of the whole Houfe to-morrow, to confider of 
-the duties on tobacco.** — Ordered. 

Mr. ROSE begged to call the attention of the Houfe to a 
fubjed which was certainly of the greateft importance ; he had 
confidered it a good deal ; he was hopeful that the regulations 
in the bill which he meant to bring forward would be found be- 
neficial. Throughout the W'hole country of England there 
exifted, he faid, a great number of focieties, called friendly 
focieties, for the mutual relief of their fick-and indigent poor. 
Thefe focieties were extremely ufeful, and were not at prefent 
fufEciently protefted by the law ; for one thing, they had no 
fuiScient check upon their ftewards, who were generally en- 
trufted to lend out their money cither on private fecurity or in 
the public funds. To remedy this, he would propofe, that 
thefe focieties fliould be entitled to fue perfons whom they may 
fo entrufl. It frequently happened that focieties of this kind, 
formed for the bed purpofes, adopted improper rules and regu- 
lations, either from ignorance or bad advice : he would, there- 
fore, propofe, that the rules and regulations of every fuch fo- 
cicty Ihould be fubmitted to, and approved by, two Juftices of 
the Peace, before they fliould be entitled to the benefit of the 
aft. He meant alfo to reftrain the removal of induftrious per- 
fons, not chargeable on the parifli, from their place of refi- 
dence to their paiifh of fettlement, which was often produc- 
tive of the greateft hardfhips. He faid, that when the bill 
was brought an he would wiih it to be printed, and concluded 
with moving, That leave be given to bring in a bill for the 
cocouragement and relief of friendly focieties.** 

Mr. WILBERFORCE f^conded the motion, which was 
agreed to j'IukI Mr. Rofe, Mr. Wilberforcc, and Mr. Stan- 
ley, ordered to prepare and bring in the bill. 
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?R| Committee of die whole Houfe on Browoe-s Divorce 
bill was deferred until Friday next. 

The bill for incapacitating a number of perfons from voting 
at eleAions for the borough of Stochbridge was read a firft 
time,, and ordered to be printed, and to be read a fecond tune 
on this day fe’nnight. 

Mr. ROSE gave notice, that on Friday next he would move 
that the order for the fecond reading be difcharged ; and, in 
the mean time, propofed to delay giving the neceflary notice 
of the day fixed for the fecopd reading, which was agreed to. 

The Committee of Ways and Means was deferred till 
Wednefday. 

The order of the day being read for the fecond reading of 
the Farnham Hop bill, and for hearing Counfel, the bill and 
petitions were read ; after which Counfel were heard at the bar, 
both on behalf of the petitioners and in fupport of the bill. 

On the queftion for the commitment, the Houfe divided ; 

Ayes, for the commitment, 45 ; Noes, 6. 

Tuefday, 2yl April, 

The Houfe refolved itfelf into a Committee, Lord Frederic 
Campbell in the chair, to take into confideration a motion 
read yeilerday to the Houfe by the Lord Advocate of Scotland, 
for granting relief in certain cafes to fuch of His Majefly’s 
fubjefts in Scotland as profefs the Roman-catholic religion. ' 
Thfe LORD ADVOCATE OF SCOTLAND informed 
the Committee, that the Roman Catholics of the country to 
which he immediately belonged laboured under many hardfliips 
and difabilhies on account of their adherence to their religion. 
By one law an oath, called a formula or folemn declaration, 
was impofed upon them, which they could not take without 
renouncing the religion which they profefled ; and if th^y ie> 
fufed to take it, their neareft Proteftant relation might deprive 
them of their eftates. His Lordlhip obferved, that it was re« 
pu^ant to juftice and humanity that a fubje£l~Qot epnvided, 
nay, not fo much as accufed or even fufpeded, of any crime 
againft the State, or againft fuciety, Ihould be deprived of his 
efiate for no other reafon than that he profefled the rriigioa 
^oft agreeabfe to his judgement and his confcience, or that he 
fliouldbe placed in the wretched fituation of holtUng his cAates 
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at the meicy of any Proteftant relation wbo IhouU be 
gate enough to ftrip him of it by enforcing this very penu law. 
The liberality which had induced the Houfe laft yezr, and on 
a former occaflon, to grant relief to the Roman Catholics of 
England, would, he was perfuaded, induce them to extend re* 
lief alfo to the Roman Catholics of Scotland, whofe loyalty 
and candu£k gave them an equal claiiTi to the indulgence of the 
Logiflature. He admitted that the particular law to which he 
referred was too odious to be often carried into execution , but 
it was not (it that it (hould be executed at all, it ought not 
to be fuflered to remain merely as a temptation to the profligate 
to ftrip honeft and meritorious people of their property. He 
faid he was extremely forty to inform the Committee, that 
there was at this moment a fuit aSually depending in the courts 
of law in Scotland, founded on this particular ftatute. A 
Roman-catholic gentleman, as refpeSable and amiable in cha* 
ra£ier as any man in this or any other kingdom, was poflefled 
of an eftate of loool. a year, which had been in his family for 
at leaft a century and a half ; this gentleman, loved and re- 
fpcftcd by all who knew him, was now on the point of being 
dripped of his property by a relation, who could have no other 
ihadow of claim to it than that which he might derive from 
this penal law, which he was endeavouring rigidly to enforce. 
In the courts as much delay as poflible was thrown in his way ; 
but it was to be feared that he muft fucceed at laft, and reduce 
to beggary a gentleman in every refpe£t a moft merilorious 
fubjedl. If it was too late to fave him from fuch a misfor- 
tune, the Legiflature, he trufted, would interpofe, and take 
care that he fliould be the laft vi£lim to a cruel law, and that it 
Ihould never operate in future to the deftruSion of any other 
perfon ; for furely it was no longer to be endured that a man 
ihould be placed in the horrid (ituation of either renouncing 
the religion of his heart, or, by adhering to it confeientioufly^ 
forfeit all his worldly fubftance. His Lordlhip cojKluded by 
moving, That the Chairman (hould be direAed to move the 
Houfe for leave to bring in a bill requiring an oath of abju- 
ration and dedaration from His Majefty’s Roman-catholic 
<< li^jeds in that part of Great Britain called Scotland.” 

Colonel MACLEOD faid, he did not rife fol: the gurpofe 
of oppoftng the motion ; on the contrary, he was anxious to 
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5 thanks to the learned Lord who had made it ; fuch 
did honour to his humanity and liberality. ; if it could 
be faid to be liable to any obje(flion, it was that it did not go 
far enough. He had never heard before this day of the cafe to 
which the learned Lord had alluded ; it was a'hard one indeed, 
and he hoped that, if it was poflible, it might be included in 
the bill to be brought in, and that the gentleman in queflipn 
might be refeued from deftruflion by the kind interpofition of 
the Lfgiflature. He did not know why Scotland Ihould ad- 
here with more pertinacity to an old fyftcm of intolerance than 
other countries ^ and after what had lately been done in Ire- 
land, he could not fee any reafon why what was now propofed 
fhould be the fum of relief to be granted to Roman Catholics 
in Scotland ; for he could not conceive wliy i,t fliould be thought 
that a Catholic could not with fafety to the State be allowed as 
much liberty in Scotland as. was allc)v\'c:l to a Catholic in Ire- 
land. 

The queftion was put without farther obfervaiion,, and w^as 
carried unanimoufly. 

The Houfc was then refumed, and Lord Frederic Campbell 
made the motion which he was direded by the Committee to 
make ; it was carried without any oppofition. 

The Traitorous Correfpondcnce bill being received from the 
Lords, 

Mr. CUR WEN fuggefted the propriety of printing the 
amendments made by the Lords in this bill, and alfo of giving 
time for the confitlcrai ion of them. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that thefe amendments miglit 
be very eafily comprehended without printing them. 

Mr. ADAM obferved, that although thefe amendments 
were but few, yet they were very important, and fome time 
at leaft fliould be allowed for tlieir conlidcration. 

Mr. CUR WEN thought fo too, and obferved, that, if he 
was not mlfinformed, naval ftores might now, from the tenor 
of the bill, be fent to France. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, he had not read the bill ; but 
from converfation with fomc perfons who propofed foine 
amendments, it was not fo intended to be. It was then fettled 
,fhat thefe amendmwts ihould be difculTed on Friday next. 
voL.^xxv: Gg 
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The Houfe fefolvcd into a Committee to take intcr^j^dc- 
ration the petition of the Eail-India Company .relative to the 
renewal of their charter. 

Mr* DUNDAS introduced his obfervations upon the im- 
portant national fubjedl of the Britifli Government and trade 
in the Eaft Indies^ by Hating, that the difficulties which he had 
experienced had arifen, not only from the importance and 
magnitude of the fubjeft, but from the fyftem which he was to 
propofe being in oppofition to eftablilhed theories in Govern- 
ment and in commerce. Thefe theories, he admitted, were 
juft and applicable to other cafes, and yet he found it dange- 
rous to liften to them, when he wasdevifing a plan of Govern- 
ment and a fyftem of trade for Britifti India. ** No writer 
upon political economy (faid he) has as yet fuppofed that 
an extcnfivc empire can be adminiftered by a commercial alfo- 
ciation; and no writer on commercial economy has thought, 
that trade ought to be (hackled by an exclufive privilege. In 
deviating from thefe principles, which have been admitted and 
admired, I am fenfible, that my opinions have popular pre- 
judices againft them, but I am fupported by fuccefsful expe- 
rience; and when the Houfe adverts to the peculiarities of the 
fubjefl before them, they will at once fee, that I am not at- 
tempting tooverUirn theories, thoiigh I am imwilliiig to recede 
frem old and eftablilhed practice. I wuftj, in the oiiillr, to 
arreft the attention of the Hoiifc, and to fix it on tlie advait- 
tages which Great Britain aflually poffeiTes, and then to alk, 
whether it woiild be wife or politic to forego them in fearch of 
greater advantages which may exift only in imagination 
It would be idle, it would, perhaps, be a proof of igno- 
rance, to maintain that all the advantages which Great Britain 
pofTelfes from its connexion with India, arife out of the pre- 
sent exclufive privilege of the Company ; but it would be ralh 
and, perhaps, impoffible to fay, what might be the political 
or commercial e(fc6ls of a variation from the prefent fyftem, 
In an age of enterprize and improvement, men are unwilling 
to hear of reftraints ; but the wifdomof the Britilh Parliament 
will not rafhly rclin'qui(h a pofitiye good in pofleffion^ for a 
probable one |n anticipation.” Mr. Dundas then dated, that 
(hipping employed by the Eaft-India Company (amounted 
to 8i|Ooo tons ; that the feamen navigating thofe (hips wcfc 
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about fgioo men, who had conftant employment : that the raw 
niatqiilC imported from India, for the ufe of the hotne manu* 
failures, amounted annually to about 700,0001, \ that the varU 
0U8 articles of BritKh produce and manufailure annually ex-^ 
ported to India and China, in the Company’s (hips, amounted 
to upwards of a million and a half fterling, including the ex- 
ports in private trade allowed to individuals ; that the fortunes 
of individuals acquired in India, and remitted home through 
the medium of private trade, by bills on the Court of Dirqp- 
lors, or by other means, formed an addition to the Capital of 
the nation, the amount of which could not be accurately afcer- 
taintd, but might be dated, at lead, at a million per annum, 
I'he indudry of Britain (he obferved) is thus, on the one 
hand, increafed, by the export of produce and manufadlurer, 
and the confumption of thefe manufaclures enlarged by the 
number of perfons returning with fortunes from India, or who 
are fupported by the trade and revenues of India ; and on the 
other, it is fodcred and encouraged by the import of the raw 
materials from India, upon which many of our mod valuable 
manufa£tiires depend. It would be unnecedary to analize the 
articles with a minutenefs that .is inconfident with an expla- 
nation t>f the general principles upon w^hich I am to red the 
propofitions to be fiibmitted to Parliament ; let it fuffice to ob- 
that the receipts and payments of the Ead-India Com- 
pany amount annually to more than fix millions derling,— » 
Under fuch circumdances, I paufe before I liden to theories; 
if I had kfs experience in commercial economy, than prac- 
tice has given me, perhaps, like others, I might be milled.” 
Having made thefe general obfcrvatioiis, Mr. Dundas brought 
forward, for the confideration of the Houfe, the general quef- 
lion. Upon what principles ought the ^tate to govern its In- 
dian polfcdions ? And under what regulations ought the trade 
to the Ead Indies to be conduced? ‘V I wilh, if it wtr^ 
poflible, to date fcparaiely my obfervations upon the two great 
points comprehended in this quedion ; but I find that it would 
be imprafticable to explain my ideas of tlie Government^ 
without frequently referring to the conneflion edabliihed be<- 
tween it and the trade.” Mr. Ouifdas then dated, in concife 
terms, the nature of the prefent Government of India; that it 
io /corporation under the control of the EjKcutivo 
G a 
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Power, and the fuperintending* authority of Parliam^t, and 
that the experienoe of nine years had juftified this fyftpifK^^nd 
induced him to propofe to the coiifideration of the Houfc the 
continuance of it. There were (faid he) fa6ls and events 
refpefting which there could be no difference of opinion. In- 
dia, or the country in Hindoffan governed by Britain, is in 
a ftate of profperity unknown to it under the moft wife and 
politic of its ancient Sovereigns. The Britifli polfelTions com- 
pared with thofe of the neighbouring States in the Peninfula, 
are like a cultivated garden ccmipared w'ith the field of the 
lliiggard; the revenues of India have been increafed, and the 
trade conneded wiili them is in a ilate of progrellive improve- 
ment. A war, as inevitable as It was politic, has been coii- 
dudled with vigour and brought to an honourable and advanta- 
geous conclulion. Should it here be faid, that the Company 
is an improper inffniment for the management of an empire : I 
would, (if they were not under *t he control of the Executive 
Power and the fupcrintendcncc of Parliament) readily admit 
the force of the argument ; but if I find them to be an organ of 
Government, and of trade, which has experimentally proved 
itfclf to be fu’te I to the adm ini ft rati on of diftant provinces, the 
revenues cf whieh are to be realized through a regulated 
commerce, I am afraid to lay afide a means which has hitherto 
anfwercd all the noliixal and comrncrcial purpoPes for which 
they had been employed.*' In this place he again adverted to 
the force of thcc.rics in politics, and admitted, t!;at though he 
neither was able nor difpofed to refute them, yet he could not 
feel ii to be wife to recede from pracVicc, .which experience 
had proved to be for the intcre/l and the aggrandizement of the 
Empire. Mr. Dundas 'then took a view of the hypothefis, that 
the fyflem of governing India fhould be altered, and enume- 
rated the dilTiculties which mult be overcome, before the fepa • 
ration of the Government from the trade could be cftc£led. In 
the firfl: place, he aflced, Would not the Company, under 
the general terms of their charters, lay claim to the whole ter- 
ritorial revenues ot India.*' They in fa£l do make fuch a 
claim ; but he w as by no means of opinion, that it.had any le- 
gal foundation. * 1 1 mu ft/ however, be allowed, that therein 
room for much legal difeuflion on this fubje£t* Under this 
impreflion he had aiked from thofe, who to focal kyiowlSige . 
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had a^d experience in governing India^ and in condufling 
ti^^plnde; what buildings of every defeription would be re- 
quired by the Company, for the purpofes of trade, and what 
would be required by Government, exercifing its civil, mili- 
tary and financial powers ? He had alked, upon what data the 
compenfation for the buildings and property to be affiimed by 
t!ie Public could proceed? He had alked, whether the ftores 
required fi.r ihc protection and defence of the fettlements were 
to be paid ibr, upon the prir.ciple of the original coft, or upon 
ihat^f an cqult!:ble mercantile profit? He had afl:cd (upon 
the hypothefis of a complete feparalion,) w hat offices w’^ould 
be required for Government, and what for commerce, and with 
tlie object of afeertaining the functions of thefe fepa rate depart- 
ments, and liie expences w'hich each would coft? He had 
afked, in fine, what burdens tlie Company had incurred in ac- 
quiring and maintaining our territorial poifeHions, that he 
might form fome eftimate of the compenfation to which they 
would be entilkd, or to which, in rcafon and in equity, they 
would look forward? He appealed to the Houfe, whether 
thefe difficulties were not of a nature that would be embarraf- 
fing, in carrying into execution any plan for a reparation of 
the Government and revenues from the trade of India. In 
the next place, fuppofing all the preceding difficulties to be 
overcome, Mr. Dundas advened to the probable evils which 
the delay, arifmg from the plan of a reparation of the Govern- 
ment from the trade would produce. Recurring to the actual 
ftate of the revenue and of the trade, and to the advantages 
which the Public were deriving, and were about to receive 
from tile C jiiipany ; he afked, w ould not thefyftem of repara- 
tion create an interruption in the difeharge or liquidation of 
the Company’s debts ? Would It not derange the regular pro- 
grefs of their increafing coinmcrcc and would there not be a 
ferious danger, that while thefe innovations were introducing, 
rival European powers might grafp at the occafion, renew 
their commercial efforts, divert into a nevv channel theftreams 
which were running towards Britain, and rendering London 
the emporium of the Eaftcrn trade ? We thus* might lofe na- 
tional advantages, which w^e naver might regain. We thus 
might be the dupes of an idle and yifionary attempt, and have 
•nothing lefti but tho mortifying regret of having relinquifhed 
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pradice. Heafked, in fine, confidcring the diftance^f the 
two parts of our Empire from each other, whether an 
cious procraftination might not lhake that confidence, which 
fo remote a dependency at prefent had upon the fovereignty of 
Britain'? And whether this danger was to be incurred, merely 
becaufe it was true in theory, and popular in opinion, that a 
.mercantile body was unequal to the Government of diftant 
provinces. His reafonings, he knew, were reprobated by the 
political principles of ancient nations, but the cafe was novel ; 
it was not through commerce that they received revenue.; for 
commerce then was narrow, and could not be the vehicle by 
which a revenue could be realized by any fovereignty. 

Mr. Dundas ftated as a third difficulty, in receding from 
the prefent fyllem of Government in India, the effect which 
the innovation might have on the minds of the natives. They 
had been long habituated to look up to, and to rdt upon iho 
protection of the Company. Wc have now, fald he, after 
many a ftruggle in the field, and after tfie many experiments 
which neceifarily preceded the efiablllhmeni of a regulated 
commerce, the profpcCtj of confolidating our poM^er and in^^ 
cr^afing our revenue. Would it be wife to recede from the 
treaties by which wc acquired our territories ? Or would tho 
deviation from them accommodate itfelf to the feelings of the 
natives? It would be vain to fuppofe that their minds, or their 
habits of thinking, could be eaiily familiarized to the change ; 
no forefight could even conjedure the confcqucnces. The na- 
tives of India look back to the ancient fovereignty of the Mo- 
guls, and their confidence in the Company has its fource in 
the country governments, exercifing power as a branch of that 
fubordination to which their forefathers were fubjefted.- — 
Would the attempt to unhinge their opinions be liberal, mr 
would it be juft ? Lord Clive, to whom we owe our em- 
pire in India, with a difeernment and a wifilom equal to his 
valour, laid the foundations for confolidating the Britiih power 
in Afia by entwining his laurels round the opinions and pre- 
judices of the fubjugated natives. To this political forcfight, 
his country is as much indebted to him, as for his vi£lory at 
PlaflTey. This great? warrior and ftatefman thought that it 
would be wife to hold our territories by grants from the Mo* 
l^ul. He faw'that all the native Princes and States, wbicti 
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jjgld^ning up out of the ruins of that empire, (heltermg 
thcmfelves under the forms of the fallen government ; he knew 
that the power of granting or refufing privileges no longer're- 
mained with the Emperors of Delhi ; but he appealed to the 
rights of thefe fovereignS) and on thefe rights engrafted the 
Britifli power in Afia. If then the natives of India paid fo 
much adoration to the (hadows of their departed monarchs, 
would it be wife or politic to attempt to tear from them their 
feelings and their prejudices r we might attempt it, but feel- 
ings will flow on in their accuftomed courfe. If the Company 
have been found a fuccefsful inflrument for the adminiftration 
of our Indian affairs, might not the aflumption of the power 
by the State fi^ake the faith of the native Princes in all the trea- 
ties which we have made with them ; and might not thofe al- 
liances, which had lately thrown the balance of power in India 
in favour of Britain, be loft, by what to thefe Sovereigns would 
appear a meafure contrary to their notions of our national ho- 
nour ? In proof of the inexpediency of deviating from expe- 
rience, Mr. Dundas farther appealed to the opinions of thofe 
diftinguiflied men who, foon after the acquifition of the.territo* 
rial revenues, had held high fituations in India : Government 
availing itfcif of their abilities, and deft rous of forming plans 
for the future adminiftration of Indian affairs, ftated to Mr. 
Haftings Mr. Barwell, Sir John Clavering, Mr. Francis, 
Colonel Monfon, Sir William Chambers, and Sir Elijah Im- 
pey, the following important queftions: 

Firft, \Jp:m what political principles can Berjgal, Bahar, 
and OrilTa, be held by Great Britain r Upon this fuojedl, fome 
of them were of opinion, that it would be preferable to conti- 
nue the Mogul forms, to which the natives had been habitu- 
ated ; and others of them recommended, that the fovereignty 
ftiould be alTumed diredly by Great Britain. 

Second, In whom is to be vefted the executive pow'cr in 
India ? And here the opinions were equally different ; fome re- 
commending that it fhould be in the Governor, in Council ; 
.others, that it .(hould be in the Governor and Council. 

Third, Under what rcftridli6ns*is the power of fubordinate 
legiflation to bccxercifcd ? And on this point, there alfo cxift- 
^ diff^reficej of opinion, refpefting the fliarc to be given to 
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the Governor and Council, and to the Supreme Court Ju- 
dicature. 

Fourth, Under what title and in what manner ought the 
territorial revenues to be colleiled ? On this fubjedl alfo the 
opinions were at variance ; fome recommended the Mogul re- 
venue fyftem, others the financial economy 01' Britain. 

Fifth, How are the other revenues to be collcftcd ? that is^ 
the duties and cuftoms. 

Sixth, By what Courts ought the judicial power to be ad- 
miniftered in the Brit iih provinces in India? And here the 
opinions turned upon the different modes of adminiftering juf- 
tice among the Britifh fubjeds. 

If I had found (faid Mr. Dundas) that fo many able men, 
who either pofielfed the advantage of local information, or 
who were employing thcmfelves in the pnrfuit of it, had agreed 
in opinion in the anfwers which they tranfmitted home upon 
all or upon any of thefe fubjecls, it would have been an induce- 
ment to build a fyftem upon them : but from their differences 
of opinion, I can only draw this conclufion, that it is fafer to 
reft on the prefent fyftem, which experience has rendered prac- 
ticable, than to entruft myfelf to theories, about which inge- 
nious and informed men have not agreed. 

Having thus flicwn the expediency of continuing the foreign 
government, as at prefent adminiftcred, Mr. Dundas then con- 
fidcred the propriety of continuing the domeftic plan of admi- 
niftration. He was aware, he faid, it might be afferted, that 
tlnnigh the patronage was dircdly in the Company, nt was in- 
clirecily in the Crown. With refped lo this fubjecl, he wilhed 
otily to fix the attention of the Committee on thefaft, that 
• fiic civil and military fervants were appointed by the Direftors. 
He by no means meant to be underftOod as alfcrting that the 
recommendation of a perfon by the executive Power, would 
not meet with attention ; on the contrary, he was free to con- 
fefs, that it had often done fo, and tliat the Direftors had been 
difpofed to liften to fuch recommendations. He was ready 
even to meet any objeilions upon that topic, by the fair avowal 
of the degree in which the 'Court had littened to the wilhes of 
the executive Power, and he would be happy when that fub- 
came to be under the confideratiori of the Houfe, if aqy 
opportunity offered to ftate the extent of patronage winch had 
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been, ^om time to time, exercifed by Government. At 
^ k p tfa me time he ftated his full convl£tion, after mature 
confideration, that if the Indian patronage ihould be vefted 
and concentered immediately in the Crown, the weight of it 
would be too great in the balance of our Government, and 
might' prove dangerous to the fpirit of the conftitution. It 
was enough at prefent to refer to the faft, that the patronage, 
from the appointment of writers and cadets, and the promo- 
tion through all the gradations in the civil and military de- 
partments, were in the Company. Upon the fuppofition, 
however, that abufes of this power had been committed, to , 
the extent with which the Company had been charged, ftill 
he would rather endure thefe abufes, than run the rifle of 
alarming the befl friends of their cduntry, by an undue in- 
creafe of the executive Power. Had even the Government 
of India remained as much unreft rained by the executive 
Power and by Parliament, as before the eftabliftiment of the 
prefent fyltem, by the ait of ijf 84, ftill, with all its imper- 
fections on its head, and with all the faults which marked it, 
he would have preferred a lefler to the greater evil, of placing 
the adminiftration of the government and revenues iii the 
hands of the State. 

The cafe, however, was otherwife ; the Company could 
no longer opprefs the natives, by an unjuftifiable augmenta- 
tion of revenue, becaufe the affairs of India were under the 
immediate control of the executive Power. The Company 
cou’d no longer augment their inveftments by defpoiling the 
natives of the fruits of their induftry, becaufe the tenures on 
which the lands were held were rendered permanent, and 
the t axes on the produce of arts and manufactures were known 
and fixed. The Company could no longer make war, to 
gratify the avarice and ambition of their fervants, becaufe 
their fervantS'Were now made rcfponfible to their fuperiors, 
and thefe to the decifions of a Britifli Parliament. The pre- 
fent fyftem of governing India, both abroad and ht home, has 
been found adequate to the objeds both of war and of peace. 
In fo far as that fyftem ihall appear to be experimentally er- 
roneous, it can be varied and improved by regulations, cal- 
culated to remedy thofe errors, but it would be unjuftifiable 
VoL.XXXV. Hh 
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rarfhnefs totally lo overturn it, and to enter on the tafjj of in-, 
venting, what might, perhaps, be only more perfeO; 
Iciription. It may not be improper, at the fame time, to ob- 
ferve, that if the prefent domeftic fydem has been found ade- 
quate to the pad, there feems no reafon to think that it will 
be Icfs fofor the future. I allow (faid he) that when the pre- 
Icnt controlling power was inftituted, the Cotnmilfioners for 
the Affairs of India had much to learn from the details of bu- 
finefs ; nor do I confider it as ollcntation, when I look back 
to the embxa-raffing fituation of the Company’s affairs, "to the 
difficulties which were to be furmounted, and to the fortunate 
ifluc of our efforts, to give it as my opinion, that it is fafer 
for this country to continue the prefent mode of government 
by the Direftors, controlled by the executive Power, than 
to recur to the fpeculative plan of inventing a more perfecl 
fydem, however recommended as plaufible in theory or fplcn- 
did in experiment. So far as regards myfelf, ever looking 
forward to the prefent moment, when a fyflcm for Indian 
affairs is to be finally devifed and adopted by Parliament, it 
was always my objed, in all the reports which 1 have annu- 
ally fubmilted to Parliament, and in all the publications 
on Indian affairs which I have either patronifed or authorifed, 
to give to the Public every thing that I rriyfelf knew refpeft-. 
ing the fubjcdl, and to take off the veil from what has been 
called the arcana of Indian politics aixi trade, that the plans 
refpedling them, in thejr fucceflion, might lie open to the 
underftanding of every man, who would take the trouble of 
perufing and lludying them ; it was from this freedom of 
communication I cxpedled the kind of knowledge would be 
diffufed, which could enable the Members of this Houfe, and 
the Nation at large, to examine and decide upon the propo- 
fitions which I was lo fubmit to the good fenfe and probity 
of the Britifh Nation. The Legiflature and the Public could 
then judge for thcmfclves, what fyftem of foreign and do- 
meftic gpvernment would be beft fuited to the Afiatic inte- 
refts of their country . 

It is from Jaunvlcdgc of the fubjeft alone^ that I hope 
for, or could expeft your fupport. Whether my opinions 
have been right or wrong upon particular fubjeds, is n^t 
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now th^ queftlon ; but whether the knowledge I have 
Siitp^from experience and communicated to you, is fuch, as 
to induce you, when you. (hall fairly and deliberately exa- 
mine the propofitions I am to lay before the Houfe, to adopt 
them, or to honour them with your amendments, is the 
fubjeft- for your deliberation/’ 

Mr. Dundas then propofed, that the Board of Commif- 
fioiiers (hould continue in its prelent Conftitution; but with 
one change, viz. That His Majefty (hould have the power 
of promoting, to a feat at the Board, men, who were not of 
his Privy Council. It was in the remembrance of many of 
the Members of the Houfe, and it w^as known to them all, 
that at the period when the Board of Controul was inftituted, 
the obje£l was, that the Members compofing it, (liould be 
feleflcd from thofe high departments of the State, w'^here, 
as officers of the Crown, they enjoyed emoluments which 
would compenfate for the difeharge of this new truft. It 
had been found, however, from experience, (whether this 
w as to be referred to the other important charges committed 
to the Members of the Board, or whether to their afpiring at 
the great Offices of State) that the changes at the Board had 
been too frequent, to enable thofe who had the immediate re- 
fponfibility, to derive the aid they might otherwure expedt 
from their ccninfcls and fupport. Though no Member w^ho 
had held a feat at the Board had left it, without having done 
himfelf honour by his labour and attention, yet he could not 
help wilhing for the aid of fomc Members to this Board, 
whofe fituatioiis might bcconfidcred as more permanent. 

Having thus given his opinion of the foreign and domcftic 
Government required for Indian affairs, he could not but 
offer a public apology for differing in opinion, on the fubjeft 
of the appointment to the Governments and Supreme Coun- 
cils in India, from Lord Cornwallis, who recommended, 
that this power (hould bp verted in the Crown. T wo reafons 
had induced him to prefer the continuance of the prefent fyf- 
tem. One was, that the Crown had t|ie power of recalling 
thefe Officers, if their admihiftratioh appeared to be diredleU 
by any but public meafurcs. Another was, that a minifter 
might be prevailed upon from private motives^ or by folicw 

H h « 



iV36 PARLlAlJfENTARY A. 179^ 

tations from diofe ivhoin it might be difficult to ref^i to ap- 
point perfons whom he himfelf might not entirely a^go^ 
of. The calfe, howeyer, was widely differenty when a Mi- 
nifter could only recommend a charader to the judgement of 
twenty^four perfons. This check was a proper one on the 
Executive power, and obvioufly tended to make the Direc- 
tors careful in choofing a man, whofc appointment they 
could avow to the Public. Thcfe were his ’reafons for re- 
commending the continuance of the prefent mode of ap- 
pointing to the Governments in India, and he left them to 
the confideration of Parliament as an apology, why he had 
adventured to differ in opinion from the high authority to 
which he had referred, 

Mr. Dundas now proceeded to confidcr the fubje£l of the 
Eaft-India trade, and ftated the general qiieltion, under what 
regulations ought the trade to the Eaft Indies to be in future 
Condu<5led ? He prefaced his obfervations upon this fubjtcl, 
by alluding to the difficulties, which upon ir, as well as on 
the fubjeft of Government, he had experienced, from the 
influence of prevailing fpeculat ions and theory i but here alio 
he held it to be his duty to rely on experience alone. I 
wifli not (faid hej to curb the fpirit of commercial enterprize 
in a nation where it ought to be cherifhed and encouraged; 
on the contrary, I wKhto give it its utmoft feppe,. coiifilient- 
ly with the fafety of ihofc who may engage in it, and with 
the general profperity of the kingdtrm. Parliament has to 
hear the claims of all parlies, to liften to the reafoning by 
which they fupport them, and to keep its judgement to one 
great objedl, the intcreft of the Britifli Empire.*' 

If any branch of commerce (arrived a^ whatever height 
it may be) Iball be made a fiibjej9: of commercial argumenty 
and the hiftory of it i)ot taken into view, like a law, the fyf- 
tem of trade may feem to be obvious, while the application 
of it will be foimd impradicable. If the £a(t-India trade of 
Britain is the greateft commercial concern which has as yet 
occurred in the ani^ls of potiihed nations^ it is at the fame 
timcy the moft ftriking example by which we could illuffrate 
the force of the preceding experimental obfervation? Were 
a Member of this Houfe merely to take up the accounj. of 
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the ^ofits o]r the Eafl- India trade, and then to fix hU atten- 
j^on On the furplus revenues propofed to be divided between 
the Public and the Company, and without looking back to 
the viciflitudcs through which the trade has pafTed for nearly 
two centuries, or examining the aids which the nation has 
given to prop up the credit of the £a(l- India Company, as 
its commercial reprefentative in Afia, I can fuppofe him 
embracing flie opinion, that monopolies are baneful in their 
fpirit, and exclufive privileges deftruflive in their tendency; 
and he has the authority of the firit modern writers on com-^ 
merce to fupport his plaufiblc opinion. If, however,^ he 
will look back to the loifes which the Company have experi- 
enced, or if he will examine the profits which, from time to 
time, they have drawn on their capital flock, he will pro- 
bably flart back from his own fpeculations, and reflefl and 
deliberate well, before he will give his voice for depriving 
them of their exclufive privileges. 

In this place, Mr. Dundas took an interefting retrofpefl 
of the hiftory of the Eaft-India trade, and the fubfiance of his 
obfervations was nearly as folloM^s : "rhe ftaples of Afia, he 
faid, viz. fpicerics and aromatics, precious floncs, and 
wTOught filks and cottons, liad been in eftimation among all 
the polifhed nations, and lyith all the great Sovereigns in the 
ancient and modern worlds. As the darknefs which hung 
over Europe, duiing the middle ages, began to be difpelled, 
the fame taflc for the productions of the Eaft was created by 
the commercial clForts of the Italian Republics. By means 
of caravans, and the navigation of rivers, the produce of 
India was brought to the fhores of the Mediterranean, and 
carried from the ports of this fca, by the traders of Venice 
and Genoa, to the different countries in the north of Europe. 
The riches acquired by ihefe republicans in confeqiience ( f 
the exclufive privileges which they poifeired in the cour/: e ; 
through which the Eaffcrn commodities had to paf^ IkIv...! 
they reached the Mediterranean ; if it had given thtiii ti:e 
^entire poireflion of the trade, at the fame time* tended to roiife 
the fpirit of enterprife and of dilcovery among the other Eu- 
ropean nations. In confequence of this prevailing fpirit, the 
^Portu|^efe,^under Vafeo de Gamai difeovtred the pafiage to 
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India, by the Cape of Good Hope, and, in i (hort tlml, not 
only annihilated the trade of the Italian Republics, butacquireiJi 
the trade and the fettlemcnts in India, which gave to Emanuel 
an cxclufive polTeffion of all the wealth which the Eaft could 
then fend to Europe. 

About the latter end of the i6th century, the Dutch be- 
came independent of the Crown of Spain, and fcnt their armed 
ihips to the Eafl-Indies. In a few years they w'cre the rivals 
and fupplantcrs of the |3ower and influence of the Portuguefe, 
and at lafl erected their fcvcral, but connefled, Eafl-Thdia 
Companies, carr)»ing on the trade uj>on a joint flock, and 
under an cxclufive privilege. 

“ This fpirit of commercial enterprize, in a fliort time, 
induced France to engage in the Aliatic trade, and, in imita- 
tion of the Dutch, to cftablifli its Eaff-India Company. The 
French, however, were not as yet acqiiainied with the prin- 
ciples upon which a foreign and diltant trade could be eftab- 
lifhed, having been accuflomcd only to a narrow traffic with 
their European neighbours. 

During thefc important commercial tranfadions, Eng- 
land alfo became an eager competitor in the trade and naviga- 
tion to the Eaflern w^orld. Polfeded of more national ardour 
and equally perfevering with the Dutch, emerging too from 
civil and rcilgious thraldom, it determined to participate with 
the Portuguefe and the Dutch commercial adventurers in the 
profits of the trade to the Eall-Indics. Imitating the example 
of the other European nations, Qticcn Elizabeth gave a Charter 
to tlie London Company in 1600. At firil, one or more of 
ilie adveniurcrs were entitled to carry on the trade upon their 
own lhares, but in a (hort time it was found ncced’ary to reit 
the whole of the concern upon a joint ftuck. In the fuccccd- 
ing reigns, the Crown frequently granted licences to individu- 
als, and the London Company had to (Irugglc, not only 
againll the foreign Companies of Europe, but againft the 
Englilh interlopers. At laft a new Aflbeiation was formed, 
under the name of the Englifli Eaft-India Company; the 
Charter of the London Affociation ftill remaining. It was 
foon, however, found, that two Companies belonging to the 
famenatiop, neither could carry on the trade with profit to 
tbemfclves, nor for the intereft of their country. Thc*Lon» 
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don C^pany had, beCdes, purchafed up the greateft part of 
alJw (hares of the Englifh ; the ruin of both would have follow* 
ed, had not the whole fubje£l been referred to Lord Godol* 
phin, and had not, upon his award, the prefent United Com- 
pany of Merchants of England trading to the Elaft-Indies^ 
been eftablifted. From this period to the middle of the, pre- 
fent century, the trade to the Eaft Indies had nothing peculiar 
to diflinguifh its cliarafter in Britain from the other countries 
in Europe ; the (hips of the European Companies, in general, 
carried out bullion and produce, and brought back goods from 
India and China to be difpofed of at our Tales in London. — 
Towards tlie middle of the prefent century, however, France 
formed the bold dcfi^n of acquiring territorial poiTeflions in 
India, and the druggie between the French and the Englifh 
Companies terminated, in our acquiring a revenue of many 
millions derling, and comprehending about twenty millions 
of inliabitants. This triumph of England was ratified by the 
memorable peace of 1763. The Houfc may eafily form an 
idea of the date of our Afiatic commerce, at thisjunAure, 
from the follow ing datement : 

From 1731 to 1741, on an average of ten years, there was 
paid for bullion exported, 464,574!. ; for goods and (lores ex- 
ported, 152,6091. ; the bills drawn on the Court of Diredlors 
amounted to 167,410!. ; and the amount of the falcs in Europe 
>vas 1,700,6751, 

From 1741 10 1747, on the average of fix years, there was 
paid, for bullion exported, 567,238!.; for goods and (lores 
exported 189,41 il. ; the bills drawn on the Court of Diredlors 
amounted to 230,9 14].; and the Tales of goods, amounted to 
.1,907,1051. 

From 1747 to 1757, on an average often years, there was 
paid, for bullion exported, 767,057!.; for goods and (lores 
exported 267,730!. ; the bills drawn on the Court of Direc- 
tors amounted to 164,4821. ; and the Tales of goods amounted 
to 2 ,i 43 i 459 l- 

From 1757 to 1767, on an average of ten years, there was 
paid, for bullion exported, 121,287!.; for goods and (lores 
exported 428, 707!. ; the bills drawn on the Court of ^Diredors 
amounted to 4^2,8911. ; and the Tales of goods amounted to 
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Mr. DundaSj laving thus given a view of the ^om- 
pany’s affairs^ when their iituation was merely commerciHl^ 
or changing to the novel charadler of delegated Sovereigns 
drawing revenues from rich provinces^ to be realifed in Britain 
through the medium of trade, (after again adverting to the 
magnitude of our pofTeflions, and to the acquifition of the 
Duannee) obferved, that the Compahy was the inftrument of 
Government, remitting a revenue which was to furnifli a ca- 
pital for trade, cxclufively of the exports upon which they had 
formerly depended. Adverting again to the laudable interfe- 
rences of Parliament to obtain, upon evidence, a knowledge 
of the a(Elual value of the Britifh poiTellions in India, and to 
the fucceffive regulations in different afts, down to the period 
when the prefent fyftcm of Controul was eftablifhed, in 1784; 
he concluded That the Company had now become the or- 
gan by which the Indian Empire of Britain ought to bc\ admi- 
niftcred.” 

Upon thisfyftem, Mr. Dundas remarked, there were a va- 
riety of opinions : by one fet of men it was maintained, that it 
was a political abfurdity to entruft to a Commercial Afibcia- 
tion the Gbvernment of an Empire; fmee the very nature of 
this power rendered it- impradicable for the Company’s fer- 
vants, either to condu^ commerce upon proper principles, or 
to govern our fubjedts in India wifely or well. “ But is it 
not true, fald he, that the revenues of India mull pafs to Bri- 
tain through the medium of trade ? Is it not true, that the 
manufadfurerS of Britain, whether we view them as exporting 
produce wrought up from the materials of our ov/n country, or 
as drawing their gains from produce that depends on raw ma- 
terials imported from the Eaff , have become rich ? Is it not 
true, that the tribute fiom India cannot be realifed in Britain, 
with fafety to the State, through any oth^r medium^ but that 
of a regulated* trade ? Is it not true, that from the acquiiition 
of the Duannee to the prefent times (particularly fiiice the 
control of the Executive Power has been fuccefsfully employed 
to prevent abufes in the adminiftration of the Government and 
revenues, of India) that the trade has been rapidly improving 
andincreafing, and that Parliament have had annually the evi* 
deuce of this faA before them? The inference is obvious, 
that in the trade, as well as in the Government of India, tx* 



A. 1793. D E B A T E S. 24 % 

periencelnay be at variance with plaiifible /pequlalion ; but 
trade> as well as in Governmentf wq tnuft rely oa 
praSice.” 

Here Mr. Dundas laid before the Houfe the following inte^ 
refting llatement ; by which, he obferved, the increafe of th^ 
trade, lince the acquifition of the Duannee, would be fully 
illuftrated. 

From 1767 to 1777, on an average often years, there was 
paid, for bullion exported, 110,0421.^ for goods and (lores 
exporteM 489,081!.; the amount of the bills drawn on the 
Court of Diredlors, was 458,768]. ; and of the falcs in Europe 
3»329,I361. 

From 1777 to 1784, on an average of feven years, there 
was paid for bullion 5>653l. ; for goods and (lores exported 
500,0891. ; the bills drawn on the Court of Diredlors amount- 
ed to 761,4251. ; and the fales of goods to 3,185,5561. 

From 1784 to 1790, on an average of five years, there was 
paid, for bullion exported, 6i7>93ol. ; for goods and (tores ex- 
ported 635,145!. ; the bills drawn on the Court of Dire^ors 
amounted to 1,55119851.; and the Tales of goods amounted to 
4,572,4661. 

From 1790 to 1793, on an average of three years, there was 
paid, for bullion exported, 466,893!.; for goods and (lores 
exported 935,776!. ; the bills draw-n on the Court of DireSors 
amounted to 668,366!. ; and the fales of goods amounted to 

5,103,0941. 

Having thus explained upon evidence, what the exiiUng in- 
terefls of Britain arc in India, Mr. Dondas proceeded to exa- 
mine the arguments which had been laid before him upon the 
fubjeft of the open trade. 

In the hrd place, he had been told, that the revenue might 
pafs through the medium of the Company, though their ex- 
clufive privileges were to ceafe and determine ; and if this were 
not admitted, that the revenue might be diilribiited among the 
private merchants, and, throu^ them, be realifed in Britain^ 
as fafely, as through the Company, before he could alTent 
to either of thefe opinions, it became necelTary for him to ad« 
vert to the confequences of admitting* them., ** I am of opi- 
nion,” faidhe, ** afterviewingihe magnitude ofthe revenue and 
•of the furplus, after iBfcovering the degree in which iht 

voL, xxxv: I i 
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lie is to participate of it, and after having had it pitted to me 
upon evidence, that the Company ra the moft faft 
through, which, die remittances of this furplus can be' made 
cither to itfelf or to the Public ; that it would be unwife to tiy 
the experiment of reforting to any other fyftem." 

** ]fot allowing, that the open trade might become a means 
of realifing the revenue in Britain, there were confequences 
both to Britain and to India, which mi^t refult from the ex- 
periment, and they would readily be forefeen by the Houfe. 
If the inhabitants of Britain were to be permitted freely to emi- 
grate to India, cokmixation muft neccifarily take pfaice.”~- 
Mr. Dundas wifhed therefore, to know, w'hether this was an . 
experiment that ought to be tried ? And, whether the proofs 
which we have had, of the pernicious effe 61 s of emigration, ' 
would not be multiplied by fuch a meafure? Setting afidc, 
however, this probable evil, the more obvious one of the ef> 
fed of colonization upon India itfelf, muA be deliberately ex. 
amined, before we can adventure, to authorife it. “ All the 
gentlemen,” he faid, ** whohaverefidedin India, with whom I 
have converfed, and all the information which 1 have received 
from thofe, at prefent in the moil important ilations in India, 
either political or commercial, agree, that an unreftrained li- 
berty to the Europeans to emigrate to, and to fettle among, 
the Indians, would, in a ihort time, annihilate the refpedl 
paid to the Britilh charader, and ruin our Indian Empire. 
Indeed, we have only to advert to what mud be the fltuation 
of the fcttlers and of the natives, and we (hall at once difeover 
that this opinion has a folid foundation.” 

If numbers were to emigrate to India, they mud find out 
habitations and occupations in that country. In acquiring the 
former, they mud drive the natives from the fpots, upon 
which they and their forefathers have lived ; and in purfuing 
the latter, the rivalfhip would enhance the price of labour, to 
thedegcee, which would foon render the profits from Indian 
imports almod nothing. But fuppofing thefe to be only pro- 
bable mifehieis, there is one which is certain, and which 
materially adeds the prefervation of our Indian Empire.— 
An indiferiminate and unredrained colonization would dedroy 
diat refped, or rather eradicate that feeling, which is fo ge- 
neral among the natives, of the fuperWity* of the Euibpeaa 
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chaia^ler. It is a that upon this feeling of the (iiperiority 

Europeans, the prefervation of our Empire depenck^ 
and it is owing to the limited number of them, and to their^ 
being the covenanted fervants of the Company, or licenfcd 
inhabitants, that the idea of the fuperiority is fo general, or 
«hat it is fo effectual a means of adminiftering the Govern- 
ment of ourprovinces^ 1 cannot,” faid he, ** illuftrate thefo 
obfervations better, than by referring to the correfpondence 
betwee^ Meer Coffim and Mr. Vanfittart: the Nabob com- 
plained to this Governor, that the natives were oppreiTed and 
haralTed by numbers of vagrant Europeans : thinking perhaps 
that the Nabob was alarmed, without reafon, Mr. Vanfittart 
replied, that thefe Europeans were too contemptible to deferve 
notice ; ‘ They may be contemptible,' anfwered the Nabob, 

* in your opinion, but the dog of an European is of confequence 
among the timid natives of this country.’ If then the fuperi- 
ority of the European charaSer mud be maintained in India, 
it is impoilible for us to think of authorizing an unreftrained 
emigration.” 

There is one view of the fubje£l, which muft forcibly llrikc 
every man’s obfervation the moment it is brought before the 
Houfe. Adventurers finding thdr hopes difappointed, and 
that the fortunes they had promifed themfelves exided only in 
their own imagination, being, too, without refource, might 
feck, and would find, employment in the armies of the Mah- 
rattahs and of Tippoo Sultan. “ Would it be wife, then, to 
fill the armies of our rivals in India with recruits from Europe; 
or can we fuppofe, that the open trader would confeientioufly 
hcfitatc to fupply the native powers with the military dorcs, 
by which their armies might hrd redd us, and then wred from 
us the Empire which we polTefs ?” 

In the next place, Mr. Dundas dated, that he had been 
told, the exports of Britiih produce would be increafed, if the 
trade were laid open. However fpecious this opinion might 
appear, it became neceffary that Parliament (hould know the 
fa A, and for this purpofe, he would feleA two or three arti- 
cles, of what might certainly beconddered as the principal ar- 
ticles of Britiih manufadure. Woollens would be allowed 
to be the fird of.our daple commodities. It was eafy for the 
YpecuUtor; virhile he merely confidered the extent of our do- 
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minions ia'India, and that they were inhabited by twenty 
millions of our fubje£ls,'to fancy, that here heyonU ftCra 
unbounded Tales for his goods ; but he refleded not, that the 
climate was againft thejwear of woollens ; he refleAed not that the 
religious prejudices of many of the cafts of the natives forbade 
their ufing them; he knew not, perhaps, that the drefs of the 
jlatives is as fixed and local, as their manners. It was eafy 
alfb for the fpeculator to Aippofc, that in fuch a country as In- 
dia, he could find a market for any quantity of earther^i ware, 
but he did not refleft on the bulk of the commodity ; he had 
not eftimated the amount of the freight of it ; or if he had, 
perhaps he did not know that the religious prejudices of many 
of the cafts forbade their ufing what had been fabricated by the 
impure hands of infidel ftrangers. It was eafy, in like man- 
ner, for the fpeculator to imagine, that if he could find a fale* 
for his cottons in Indik, his riches would keep pace with hrs 
defires; but did he hope to rival his mailer in an art, in which 
he was only an imitator ; or could he expc£l, (comparing the 
high price of labour in Europe with the low price of it in India) 
that he could underfell him there ? There were fome articles 
of Europe manufaftured cottons, which, from the fuperior 
tafte and elegance of tfie patterns, might find a falc in India, 
and he hoped they would increafe ; but from the nature of the 
cafe, the fuperiority of the Indian n)anufa61;ures muft remain 
with the natives. I mention thefe particulars,” faid Mr. 
Diindas, ** merely to moderate the expe£fations which have 
been entertained in confcqucnce of the fpeculation of an open 
trade to India.” 

In the third place, Mr. Dundas obferved, that it had been 
a favourite topic of late, to declaim againft monopolies, and 
to confound what was truly a monopoly, with the exclufive 
plivilege of the Eaft-India Company. A monopoly, he ob- 
ferved, gives to individuals, or to alfociations, the power of 
bringing what quantity of goods they may chufe into the mar- 
ket, and of affixing on them whatever price their avarice may 
fuggeft. The HouTe, however, would at once diftinguilh 
between this narrow afpedof a monopoly, and an exclufive' 
privilege given by the Legifl^ure to a Company, proceeding 
upon a capital equal to the magnitude of jthe cbncerni^ and, 
fubjed to regulation, and to public control : Thi^ diftindipn 
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bein^ admittedj the Legiflature will not be dirpofed ralhly to 
change a current which is turning the greateft wheel of Britifli 
commercci which is giving food to indiifh'y and wealth to re- 
gulated enterprize, and which is about to become, indepen- 
dently of wha( we draw from duties and culloms, one of the 
refources of the nation. 

It had been of late a falhion in our manufaAiiring towns; 
to hold meet 4 ngs, and to come to refolutions, that the exclu- 
five. privilege of the Eaft-India Company was a monopoly, 
and that it was for the intereft of the manufafturers this mo- 
nopoly (hould be done away. I would with to afk the pro- 
jeftors of fuch refolutions, .whether they have examined what 
the Company has been, and what they now are? To w^hom 
did they owe the riches w'hich they had acquired from the cot- 
ton manufactures? To the Eaft-India Company! To whom 
had Britain been indebted for a great increafe of its fhipplng ? 
To the Eaft-India Company ! If from other fources our in- 
duftry and navigation have been increafed, the original obli- 
gation is not, on that account the lefs, and ought not to be 
forgotten. Some fmall gratitude is due for all thefe benefits. 

In eftimating the merits of the Eaft-India Company, Mr. 
Dundas ftated his wiihes, that thofe who form a different opi- 
nion from that wdiich he entertained on the fubjed, would 
examine accurately what was .tiic real proportion of gain, 
from the India trade, received by the Proprietors of £aft-In- 
dia ftock. It ought to be remembered on this fubjed, that 
the capital is now live millions, and the whole dividend, in 
compenfation for fuch a capital, and for all the rilks and dan- 
gers which have repeatedly attended the trade, is not more than 
400,000!. out of a fum of no lefs than 3,750,000!. which* is 
portioned out among various other intcrefts. Of this fum, 
the merchants and fhip-owners annually receive abou{ ^50,0001. 
the charges of merchandizes amount to 350,000!. ; the goods 
exported, including private trade, at the moft moderate com- 
putation, do not amount to lefs than 1,550,000!. and the cuf- 
toms and duties paid to the Public are more than a million an- 
nually. Such being the diftribution of the returns on the In- 
dia trade, it would be abfur^ to impute to the Eaft-India 
Company, any charge of receiving exorbitant gains, at the 
expenfe of the Public or of individuals ot any defeription. In 
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fh£l, theyjiave not received, nor are they likely to receiveV the 
legal interefl of the money, daily paid as the price of their 
ftock« It is believed, few individuals would be fatisfied with 
fuch a return on a commercial capital ; and it behoves think- 
ing men to confider well, before they allow tl)€mfelvcs to be 
led away by general declamation, on topics, which afe totally 
foreign and inapplicable to the fubject. 

Mr. Dundas then proceeded to call the attention of the 
Houfe to the probable ihite of the Eaft-India Company, fup- 
pofing it poireiTed of no cxclulive trade to India. am 
afraid,*' faid he, that many perfons, who indulge themfelves 
with the fanguine hope of great emoluments, arifing out of an 
open trade to India, do not advert to the ftate of the Eail> India 
Company, independently of its exclufive rights. If the ex- 
clufive charter ihould expire in I794> ilill the Company would 
be a body corporate in perpetuity, and entitled to trade upon 
its joint (lock. To whom, in this cafe, would the mod im- 
portant feats of trade in India belong ? To the Company un- 
doubtedly. Under their original and perpetual charters they 
have legally purchafed or acquired Fort St. George, St. He- 
lena, Bombay, and Calcutta, and long before they were pof- 
fefled of territories, or of the duannee. Thefe poiTeffions are 
their patrimonial property, and cannot be taken from them. 
Fort St. George was made a fettlement by the old Company 
in 1620, St. Helena in 1651, 'Bombay in 1668, Calcutta and 
Fort William in 1689. Upon the whole, exclufive of the 
duannee, they have an unalienable right to valuable landed 
poifedions, amounting at lead to 250,000!. per annum. In 
addition to thefe, the whole factories and commercial eda- 
biidiments, both in India and in the Eadern Seas, undoubtedly 
belong to them. Agreeably to the principles he had already 
detailed| Mr. Dundas obferved, that he mud take for granted 
that the government and territorial revenues are to remain with 
the £ad*India Company, and, of courfe, that they mud be 
confidcred as poifeiTed of ail the capital, and of the confequent 
advantages likely to arife from being the remitters of the pub- 
lic revenue, and thefe were c^iial in amount to the whole tri- 
bute which India can afford to pay to this country. Under 
thefe circumdances he might furely a(k whether any individual 
would hazard his trade in an hoftilc competition with the £ad- 
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Indil Company ? and whejther it would not be ralh to difturb 
the eftablifhed fyftem of commerce when there were forcible 
reafons for continuing it, and fcarcely any argument in favour 
of a contrary fyftem ? This topic he felt to be invidious, and 
therefore he declined enlarging upon it ; he would, however, 
take the liberty of fuggefting to thofe who were difpofed to 
piirfue an invefligation of this fubjeA, whether the Indiaiv 
trade of the foreign European nations did not, from its aAual ^ 
(late, tend to confirm the opinion, that it would be unavailing 
in^ the private trader to enter into a rival competition in the 
trade to India againfl the Eaft-India Company of Great Bri- 
tain. 

Before the pafKng of the Commutation aft fome of the pri- 
vate merchants had had an opportunity of drawing profits from 
a contraband trade in tea to Great Britain ; but fince that 
event this fource of proBt had been nearly exhaufted, and he 
believed that thofe who had recently endeavoured to draw 
profits from it, had, from their loifes, receded from the entex^- 
prife. 

Having thus confidcred what the Britifh India trade is as a 
monopoly, (if that term (hall ftill be confounded with an ex- 
clufive privilege) Mr. Dundas took an interefting hiflorical re- 
trofpeft of what it had been when that monopoly had been in- 
terrupted. During a confidcrablc part of the proteflorate of 
Oliver Cromwell, he obferved, that the private traders had not 
only been allowed to try the experiment of the India trade, 
hut aiithorifed by a commiflion, in 1654-5, to engage in it. 
The trade from this period to 1657, therefore, might be con- 
fidcred as open and free. Several circumdances had contributed 
to prejudice the Protestor againft monopolies* The mott dif- 
tihguifhed writers on trade in England had inveighed againfl 
them, and in particular againd the monopoly of the £^-India 
Company ; while the authors on the fame fubjcdl in Holland 
had defended the privileges of their Ead-India Companies. 
The difputes, too, between the Dutch and Englifh E)ad-India 
Companies, from 1620 to the treaty which Oliver dilated iu 
<^S4> probably prejudiced him againd Companies of every 
kind* It appears, however, that, upon the trade being opened 
in England, the Dutch took an unnecelTary alarm. In Thur 
loe*s, State*Paper5 there is an intereding letter from Oliver's 
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Envoy at the Hague, intimating, ''that the merchar^ts at< 
Amfterdam confidered the opening of the navigation and com- 
merce to the Ealt Indies to be a meafure that would injure the 
Eaft- India Companies of Holland.” Though Cromwell 
opened the trade for four years, the experiment jpon convinced 
him that his own meafure was as raih as the jealoufies and ap- 
prehenfions of the Dutch were unfounded. ^ In three years he 
dilcovcred that the Company's trade (for he did not prohibit 
them from a competition with the private adventurers) was 
almod ruined, and that the Dutch iiad taken the opportunity 
of feizing on Calicut, on Columbo in the ifland of Ceylon, 
on Manarr, and jefnapatnam. Cromwell, therefore, in this 
inftance, found it expedient to alter his opinion, (though that 
perfon, it will be allowed, was not in the habit of giving up 
his prejudices) and to reftore the charter in 1657. What is 
Angular enough, in this event, is, that the private traders 
themfelves were the firft to petition the ProteSor to reftorc the 
Company’s charter ; and what (hews the raflinefs of the mea- 
fure in the ftrongeft degree is, that when the Company were 
re-eftablilhed upon a joint ftpek of 739,782!., only 50 per 
cent, of this Aim was fubferibed for, and deemed the capital 
ftock of the Company. If Charles II., in 1660, renewed the 
Company’s charter, his wants, as well as thofe of James II., 
led them to grant licenfes to individuals, the majority of whom 
became bankrupts.. 

A limilar experiment, though to a lefs extent, was tried 
fome years afterwards. In 1683, on the failure of the pa}- 
ment of a paltry duty, a handle was made to cut down the 
charter of the old £a(l-India Company, and for a loan of two 
millions, at 8 per cent., the general fodety, or Engliih Eaft- 
India Coiup^ny, was eftabliihed by a charter, the terms of 
which gave to this incorporated body a right either to trade on 
their feparat^ Ihares in the capital, or to unite together, as a 
joint flock, the (Iiares of as many individual proprietors as 
chofe to carry on the trade in that manner. Here, therefore, 
a fair opportunity was given to make the experiment of trading 
as private or individual adventurers, or upon a joint ftock. 
In a ihort time this laft method of trading was found to be fn 
preferable a fyftem, that, when the two Companies * were 
united not more than 7000!. remained belonging to theiepa-*' 
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rate traders of the general focicty. The inference from tliefe 
events is, that not only the experience of other nations, but 
that of our anceftors, prove to us the danger of the fpeculation 
of an open Eaft- India trade. 

Having thus eJ^jiined udiat the trade is with an exclufive 
privilege, and what it wsls when this privilege was interrupted, 
Mr. Dundas entered into an examination of the complaints 
which had been brought againft the Eafl-India Company. It 
had bqpn faid that the Company, having a capital provided for 
them in India, are Icfs anxious than they ought to be in en- 
larging their export trade, and that thus they did not fuffi- 
clently encourage the induftry of the manufadurers. It had 
been faid, that they were not fufficicntly attentive in bringing 
home the proper quantity of the raw materials required by our 
manufadurers. It had been faid, that they have not provided 
jorthc remittance of the fortunes of individuals from India by 
means of trade, and that the effed of the inattention of the 
Compatu', ;n thefe refpeds, had been to create a clandeftine 
trade injr.rious to the commerce, the revenues, ahd the navi- 
gation of Great Britain. 

On the firft of thefe fnbjcds, Mr. Dundas obferved, that 
fincc the acquifiiion of the territorial revenues, and particularly 
lincc the laft peace, the exports from Britain had been greatly 
incrcafcd, and by the mcafures which he was to propofe for 
the coniideration of the Houfe, he did not doubt but that the 
export trade would be carried on as far as the demands in 
liidia W'ould bear. 

On the fecond of thefe objedions he dated, that the im- 
ports of raw^ materials to Britain amounted to 700,000!. an- 
nually ; and though this might not be the quantity required, 
it muft be allowed that the Company had made meritorious 
efforts. Means, however, would be propofed for enabling the 
manufadurcr to fupply himfelf with raw materials through 
the Company’s fliips as well as at their fales. 

On the third of thefe objedions he obferved, that the diffi- 
culty of fending home private fortunes would be admitted ; 
but that the error was in the Legiflature, not in the Company. 
By an ad of Parliament the Company were limited in their 
acceptance of bjlls to 300,000!. in any one year \ but this error 
. 'Vox.. KXXV. K k 
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^ould be done avvay by the plan of remitting the debts of the , 
Company from India, and making them payable in Britain. 

On the laft of thcfc fubjeds he obferved, that it was con- 
ne£Ied originally with the error of prohibiting the remittance 
of fortunes from India, bccaufc thcfe h^^furniflied capitals 
to clandeftine traders ; but as he meant to propofe that the 
Company fliould be obliged to provide fliipping, at a mode- 
rate rale of freight, to carry out goods to India, for all thofe 
M'ho might chufe to enter into the trade, and to bring home 
raw materials for the manufafttircr, he confidered that the for- 
tunes of individuals would find an cafy and a fafe channel of 
remittance to Britain, and doubted not but that the experiment 
of extending the export and import trade would do away the 
temptations to engage in the clandeftine iradc^ and would, in 
fact, annihilate it. “ In this way,” faid Mr. Dundas, “ I 
truft that I (hall not have been found inatientivc to the mer- 
cantile interefi.s of the Britilh nation at large, nor to thofe of 
the Ead-Indui Company. I doubt not but that the plan which 
I have adopted, and at laft arranged w itli tlic Euft-India Com- 
pany, will meet with the approbation of the Public, To 
thofe wdio have been looking to the fubjecS, in one point of 
view only, and in fancy imagining to themfclves the rew^ards 
of their fpeciilations, I cannot expecl lo give fatisfadlion ; but 
if Parliament lhall difappoint ilicm in their unreafonablc ex- 
peSations from fpeculaiion, it will, at the fame time, in pre- 
venting them from diilipaiing the wealth they podefs, have in- 
fured to them their fortunes, and been the guardian of the pa- 
; trimony of the nation. My plan is to engraft an open trade 
upon the cxclufivc privilege of the Company, and to prove by 
experiment, firtt, how far Uk’ complaints, to which I have re- 
ferred, are well founded ; and next, how far it is prafticable 
to cure the evil, without injury to the Public. We thus may 
not only prevent the commercial adventurer of England or 
Ireland from being borne down by the Company in an hoftilc 
competition, but afford to them, in their enterprifes and fpe- 
culatio'ns, its foftcring proteftion.” 

Mr. Dundas concluded, with apologifing to the Houfe for 
having fo long detained them upon a fubjedl, into v^hich com- 
mercial men or commercial ceconomifts can ooly be fuppofeid 
ie;Cflitr. But a Britilh Legiflaturc/' he faid^ *^haKc to 
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refiedl, that our commercial refources are immenfcj that what* 
Vever can preferve them, or add to them, is preferving and add-r 
ing to the grcatnefs of the empire ; that in vain wc lhall look 
at the envied fituation in which we are placed in Europe ; in 
vain we fhall ex]5^ permanency of refpeft to the Britifh* 
power and charadter among nations, removed from us nearly 
half the circumference of the world \ that in vain we ffiall, at 
the expcnce of treafure and of blood, have founded and confo- 
lidated^an Indian empire ; in vain wc lhall be feeking to open 
the markets of China for the encouiagcmcnt of the Ikill, the 
induftry, and the enterprife of the Britiih artizan, merchant, 
and navigator ; that in \ain wc fliall luivc devifed a fyllcm of 
governinvnt, and judicial, financial, and military powers to 
fupport it — if we do n<u, with thvfe erforts, liflen to the claims 
of the Companv, who have actively promoted the intcreft and 
grcatnefs of their country ; if wc do not connedf wdth the 
confidence, which wc propofc to place in them, encourage- 
ments fuited to the claims of the rcfj>e£\ab!c and numerous, 
manufacturers, whofe Ikill, wliefc v.calth, and whofc enter- 
prife, have fcconded and rewarded their own, and the clForts 
of the grcalcft nicrcaiulle alloc iation in the world — an allbcia- 
tion who have been fupported by, and arc about reciprocally to 
fupport their protCvSlors — an alFociation who, from their fpirit 
of enterprife and liberality of commercial priiivUplcs, arc ready 
to forward every laudable, but regulated, enterprife of their 
fellow fubjecSs. 

I own, that, next to the iutcreits of my country, the pro- 
fperiiy of the Eaft- India Company, in the management of 
whofc bufin’efs I have had my ihare, claims my firlt public re- 
gard ; and I fhall feel it to be the moll honourable moment of 
my life, if I have fuggeltcd opinions to the Legiflauire, lead- 
ing to a fyftcm of Indian affairs, for the general advantage of 
■Great Britain. 

“In my prefent (latement I have referred only to an expla- 
nation of the leading principles which govern my opinion. 
It will readily occur to the Houfe, that there arc'many points 
which, in detail, will require minyte explanation ; 1 lhall, 
therefore, without formally moving • any refolutions, have 
them printed, and, on Monday next, fubmit them to the Cona- 
eiTttee^ who may continue the conlideration of them> from day 
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to day, till they (hall come to a decifion upon this great na- 
tional fubjefl.*’ 

Mr. Dundas then propofed the following rcfolutions : 

I. That all the territorial acqui fit ions obtained in the Eaft 
Indies, with the rerenues of the famc,^1iall remain in the 
polTeflion of the Eaft-India Company, during their farther term 
in the exclufivc trade, without prejudice to the claims of the 
Public or the Company, fubjc^^l ncverthclcfs to hidi fiijvrin- 
tcndanccand control, and to fiich appropriations of the tciri- 
toiial revenues and profits of trade, as are hereinafter fpc« ilic tl. 

** 2. That Commifll ?ncrs, to be appointed by His Maji jiy, 
fhall form a Board, and be invclled with authority 10 fu()eiin- 
tend, dired, and control all ads, operations, and concerns, 
which relate to the civil or military government, or revenues 
of the Britifli pofieilions in India, in like manner as the Com- 
miffioners appointed by virtue of an act of the twenty-fourth 
year of his prefent Majeily, cntitlcir, “ An act fur tlic better 
regulation and management of the affairs of the Eall-India 
** Company, and of the Brilifh polfcjiions in India, and for 
eftablifhing a Cotirt’of Judicature for the more fpcedy and 
effectual trial of perfons acciifed of olfenccs committed in 
the Ealt Indies,'* were empowered to dojiy the faiJ act, or 
by any other act or acts of Parliament, with fucli farther 
pow'ers, and under and fubjed to fuch other rules, regulations, 
and reftridions, touching or concerning the faid civil govern- 
ment, and the appropriation of the faid revenues, as fliall be 
now made and provided by the authority of Parliament. 

“ 3. Thai the falarics and allowances, and all charges and 
expi-nccs attending the execution of His Majelty’s commiiiion 
in that behalf, lhall be paid and defrayed quarterly by the faid 
Company, on a certificate of the amount thereof, under the 
hand of the Prefident of the faid Board for the time being, to 
the Court of Diredors of the faid Company. 

4. That it appears to be proper to continue the Govern- 
ment of the Prefidency of Fort William in Bengal, in a Go- 
vernor General and three Counfcllors, and to continue the 
Government of each of tlje Prefidencics of Fort St, George and 
Bombay refpedively, iji a Governor and three Counfellors, 
with fuch powers, and under fuch regulations, as by any ad 
or ads of Parliament the Goverqor General^ *GovesnofS, 



A. 1793. DEBATES. as3 

Counfellors of the faid Prefidencies refpe6lively have beeni or 
are invefted with, for the government thereof. 

5. That it appears to be expedient to continue the power 
verted in His Majerty, to recall any of the Company’s officers 
and fcrvants^i India, fiich recall being fignified to the Di- 
rc£iors, by an mftnimcnt in writing, under His Majerty *s fign 
inaniia!, counterfigned by the Prefident of the Board of Com- 
iiiiirioncrs for the Aliairs of India ; and that the power of the 
Court of Dircclors to remove or recall any of the faid officers 
orVervanls, be aifo continued. 

‘‘ 6. I'hat it appears to be fit and proper to continue to the 
Eaft-India Company their cxclu five trade, within the limits 
now enjoyed by them, for a farther term of twenty years, to 
he computed from the irt of March, 1794» liable to be d if- 
continued at the end of fuch period, if three years notice (hall 
previouflv be given by Parliament; fubjecl neverthelefs to the 
regulations hereinafter fpccified, for promoting the export of 
goods, wares, and merchandizes, of the growth, produce, 
or manufacture of Great Britain or Ireland, and for encou- 
laging individuals to carry on trade to and from the Eart-In- 
dics. 

“ 7. That it appears to be expedient to make it lawful for 
any of His Majelty's fubjedts, reiident in Great Britain, or in 
any oilier ol' His Majelty’s European dominions, to export 
from the Port of London, in fliips to be provided by the Eait- 
India Company, on the proper rifk and account of the expor- 
ters, to any of the ports or places ufually vifited by the (hips 
of the faid Company, on the feveral coails of Malabar and 
Coromandel, <'r in the Ray of Bengal, in the Eart Indies, or 
the IllanJ of Sumatra, any goods, wares, or merchandizes, 
of the growth, produce, or manufadture of the faid European 
dominions, except military Itorcs and ammunition, marts, 
fpars, cordage, anchors, pitch, tar, and cogper. 

“ 8. That it appears to be expedient to make it lawful for 
any of His Majelty’s fubjedts in the civil fervicc of the faid 
Company in India, or being relident there by leave or licence 
of the faid Company, or under their protedtion as merchants, 
to confign and put on board tb*e (hips of the faid Company, 
bound to Great Britain, any goods, wares, or merchandize 
(except fuch piece goods as are hereinafter mentioned;} in 
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order to the fame being imported on the rifle and account of 
the private owners thereof, at the port of London, under the 
regulations hereinafter fpecificd, fo that the tonnage to be re- 
quired for that purpofe exceeds not the quantity of tonnage 
which the Company (hall be obliged to providy 4 br the private 
trade. 

9. That during the farther term to be granted to the 
Company, all perfons, except the Company, ,aiKl fuch as 
ihall be licenfcd by them for tliat purp jfe, ihail be* reiijiclrd 
from importing into Great Britain any India calhco/s, dimi- 
ties, niuflins, or other piece gofjds made fir maniiraibir; :! wiih 
filk or cotton, or with filk and cotton mi'v.d, or vii:!-, t tljcr 
mixed materials; but tliat if the Com:)any, by ilu inllKcs, 
or others under their licence, (hall not a fudivieiit 

quantity of fuch goods 10 keep the marker fupplied there- 
with, at reafonable prices, to anfvver ilie conrnmjition of 
Great Britain (as far as the fame arc not prohibited to be 
worn or ufed therein) and for exportation, it (hall be lawful 
for the Board of Commilfioners for the affairs of India to 
make fuch regulations and reftriclions for admitting iinlividuals 
to import tne lame refpcdlively, as the circiimffanccs of 
the cafe may appear to them to recjuirc. 

** 10. That the Company be laid under an obligation to 
provide, at reafonable rates of freight, between the thirty-firli 
day of Oftober in each year, and the firll day of P'ebruary in 
the following year, not lefs than three thoufand tons of (liip- 
ping, for the purpofe of carrying out to India the private trade 
of individuals, and for bringing back the returns of the fame, 
and the private trade of other perfons who (hall be lawfully en- 
titled to import the fame into this kingdom ; and that farther 
xegiilations (hall be made for augmenting the faid quantity of 
tonnage, as circumftances may require. 

‘*11. That in time of peace the rate of freight which the 
Company (hall be entitled to charge for the carriage of goods 
from Great Britain to India, (hall not exceed 5I. per ton ; 
and that the rate of freight which they (hall be entitled to 
charge for the carriage of goods from India to Great Britain^ 
Ihall hot exceed 15I. per ton. And that in times of war or 
preparations for war between Great Britain and an^ European 
power^ or under any circumftances incidental to war, or pra<- 
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parations for war, whereby an increafe in the rates of freight 
payable by the Company ihall become unavoidable, then, and 
in any of thofc cafes, the rates of freight to be charged and re- 
ceived by the^ompany for the carriage of private trade, ihall 
and may be inJ^afcd in a due proportion to the additional' 
rates of tonnage paid by the Company for ilie hire of (hips 
for their own trade, and after no higher rate or proportion. 

12. That perfons intending t<i export any goods to India, 
fhaW fignify the fame in writing to the Chief Secretary of the 
Company, before the bJt day oi* Angiili in each year, 'for the 
iliips of tl:e cn filing fcafon, fpecifying therein the port or place 
of ded illation of fiich goods, and the quantity of tonnage re- 
quired for the fame, and the period when the goods will be 
ready to be laden or put on board; and that every perfon giv- 
ing fneh notice tlial!, on or before the fifteenth day of Sep- 
tember next enfijing, dcpofit in the treafiiry of the faid Com- 
p.^iiy ihc money chargeable for the freight, upon the quantity 
vf T<'nnage reqnircvl or fpecified in fuch notice, unlcfs the 
Court of Direciors il?all tliink fit to accept any fecurity for the 
[niyn cnt thereof; and that every fuch perfon (hall alfp, before 
ihc thirtieth day of Oitober next enfuing fuch notice, deliver 
to the faid Secretary a lift of the forts of goods intended to be 
exported, and the quantities of each of fuch forts refpeftively ; 
and that in default thereof, or failure in providing the goods to 
be fliipped witliin the time fpecified in the notice for that pur- 
pofe, the dcpofit or fecurity taken for the freight (hall be for- 
feited to the Company. 

13. That perfons intending to export any goods from In- 
dia to Great Britain, fliall fignify the fame by notice in writing 
to the Chief Secretary of the Prefidcncy (or to fuch perfon as 
Utall be fpccially auihorifcd to receive the fame by the rcfpec- 
tive Governments abroad) within a reafonable and convenient 
time, to be limited by the faid rcfpc£livc Governments for 
that purpofe, in which notices (hall be fpecified the forts and 
quantities of goods intended to be (hipped, the quantity of 
tonnage required, and the period when the goods will be ready 
to be put on board ; and that cvefy perfon giving fuch notice 
fliall make a dcpofit of the whole amount of the freight upon 
the quantity of tonnage fpecified in the notice, or otherwife 
give fuch reafonable fecurity for the payment thereof in Great 
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Britain^ and the due performance of his engagements in that 
behalf, as the faid refpeftive Governments (hall require ; and 
if the perfons giving fuch notices fliall not provide their goods 
to be (hipped within the time therein fpecified foj^that purpofe, 
their depofits or feciiritics (liall be forfeited tcyrtic Company. 

“ 14. That if any vacant tonnage (liall remain not engaged 
by individuals, either in Great Britain or India, after the 
times limited for giving fuch notices refpeftively, the famc> 
together with any other vacant tonnage occafioncd by the fai- 
lure or default of any perfons in the delivery of their merchan- 
dize, within the period fpecified in their notices for that pur- 
pofe, (hall and may be occupied by the goods of the faid Com- 
pany; and that if the whole quantity of tonnage required for 
private trade in any year, either in Great Britain or India, 
(hall exceed the whole quantity of tonnage which t!\ Company 
are bound to provide in fuch year rerpedtivcly, in tliat cafe ihc 
whole of the tonnage provided lhall be diilribiitcd amoiigll the 
parties requiring iltc fame, In proportion to the cpiantiilcs fpe- 
cified in the refpedive notices. 

15. That all perfons refiding in India, in the civil fer- 
vicc of the faid Company, or by their leave or licence, not 
being reftrifled by their covenants with the Company, or 
oiherwife fpecially prohibited by them or their Governmems 
in India, (liall be permitted to adl as commercial agents, ma- 
nagers, or confignees, on the behalf of fuch perfons as (hail 
think fit to employ them, as well in the difpofal of their ex- 
port goods, as in providing fuch other kinds of goods as may 
by law be imported into Great Britain on their private account, 
w'ithout incurring any penalty in refpccl thereof. 

1 6. That if, upon any reprefentation made to the Court 
of Dire£l6rs, by or on the behalf of the private traders, of the 
want of a fufficient number of perfons refident In India, for 
the condud and management of the private trade, duly autho- 
rifed and qualified for that purpofe, the faid Court (hall fail to 
licenfe a farther number of free merchants, to the fatisfadion 
of the faid private traders, it (hall be lawful for the faid traders 
to reprefent the fame to the Board of Commiflioners for the 
affairs of India ; and that the Court of Diredors (hall be there- 
upon obliged to licenfc a proper and fuflScient number of per- 
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fons to refide at their fettlements in India, in the charafter of 
free merchants, with the approbation of the faid Board. 

17. That the duty of 5I. per cent, payable to the faid 
Company, by ^uie of an aft of the ninth and tenth years of 
King William the Vhird, and the 2 percent, now collefted 
by them, on the vaIue*of goods imported from the Eaft-Indies, 
or other places within the limits of their exclufive trade,. 
ihou|^ be difeontinued, and that a duty not exceeding 3I. pec 
cent* on the true and real value or fale amount of all goods im- 
ported from the faid limits into Great Britain, in private trade, 
be granted in lieu thereof ; and that the fame be accepted or 
retailed by the faid Company out of the proceeds of fiich 
goods, as the contributory (hare or proportion of the private 
traders, for the cxpences of the faid Company, in refpeft of 
the faid private trade. 

18. That it will be proper to eftablifii fuch rules and re- 
gulations, as may enfure as fpeedy fales (after the clearance of 
the fhip) of the articles of filk, cotton, wool and Ikins, indigo, 
dying woods and drugs, imported in private trade, as (ball be 
found confident with the intcreds of the owners ; and for fa 
limiting the value of the lots of thofe articles, as that no one 
lot may exceed a reafonable fum to be fixed ; and for entitling 
the owners, who fliall buy in their confignments of the above- 
mentioned articles, to an early delivery thereof, without- ac- 
tual payment of the purchafe monies, into the Company’s 
Treafury, beyond the amount of the cudoms, duties, and 
charges of freight ; and to provijde that all other goods im- 
ported in private trade (hall be depofited in the Company's 
w^arehoufes, and be in like manner fold on account of the 
owners, at an early period, and that the prices thereof, and 
alfo of fuch of the faid articles of raw materials as (hall not be 
.bought in by the owners or importers, (hall be paid into the 
Company's Treafury for the ufe of the faid owners or im- 
porters; and that the private trade, and the fales thereof, 
lhall be managed, difpofed, and condufted, according to the, 
bye-laws of the Company, made ai^ provided for themanage- 
ment of private and privileged trade, except in fuch refpe^ 
only as (hall be otherwife fpecially ordered and direfted. 

** Z9.«That it is (it and proper that all reftraintslaid bylaw 
on the fervants of the Company and other fubje^s of HU Ma« 
Vor..XKKV. 
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jetty, and now in force, whereby they are impeded or itftria- 
•d in the recovery of their juft debts or other demands, in fo- 
reign parts or in His Majefty's dominions, in^whatever mode 
fuch debts may have been contraAed, b^^uch demands in- 
curred, (hould be removed ; and that the twenty-ninth fedibn 
of an ad of the twcnly-firft year of His Majefty’s reign, where- 
by Britifli fubjeds in India were prohibited from lending mo- 
ney to foreign Companies, or foreign European merchants, 
and from purchafing goods or lending money for that purpofe 
on any of their accounts, or furnifhing them with any bills of 
exchange therein deferibed, fhouid be repealed, and that all 
penalties incurred by any breach thereof, for which no pro- 
fecution hath been already commenced, Ihould be difeharged. 

20. That it is proper to declare that the powers and au- 
thorities of the Company, and their Governments abroad, 
over their officers and fervants, and other Britifti fubjeds rc- 
fiding under their protedion in India, notwithftanding their 
being authorifed and employed to ad as managers or agents 
for private traders, (hall remain and continue in the fame 
force and efied, as if they had not been fo authorifed or em- 
ployed. 

‘‘21. That it is expedient to provide that fuch Britiih fub- 
jeds, as are by law reftrlded from refiding in any other place 
in India than in one of the principal fettlements belonging to 
the Company, or Within ten miles of luch principal fettlement, 
be alfo reftrided from going to, or vifiting any place beyond 
the diftance of ten miles from* fuch principal fettlement, with- 
out the fpecial licence of the Company, or of the Governor 
General or Governor of fuch fettlement or pr efidency, for that 
purpofe, in writing firft had and obtained, on pain of being 
difmiiTed the fervice of the Company, and of forfeiting the li- 
cence of the Company to continue in India. 

22. That the Company ihall be exempted from the 
claims of individtsals to compenfation in refped to any embez- 
zlemnt, wafte, lofs, or damage of their goods or merchan- 
dize while on board of tbe«Company’s (hips, or in their ware- 
boiife^at homd or abroad ; but the officers and iervants of the 
GofSipany^ and any other perfons throu^ whpfe means, de- 
ft^. ^negteft tny fuch lofs or (ianttge may hajppen/ ihall be 
titfiMiaUe Sot the iimie at law to die owmni and thatlbr 
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the beAer feciiringto fuch ourners their remedy In reipeft 
thereof, the covenants and other engagements to be entered 
into in future by the mailers and commanders, and other of- 
ficers and fervants of the faid Company, intnifted with the 
care and management of the fbips and cargoes, (hall be made 
to extend to the goods and merchandize carried in private 
trade, and provifion made to enable the owners to avail them- 
felves of fuch covenants and engagements, in cafe of any 
breach thereof. 

^‘•23. That all the clear revenues arifing from the Britifli 
territories in India (hall, during the farther term to be granted 
in the exclufive' trade, be applied and difpofed of in the follow- 
ing manner ; (that is to fay) in the firft place in defraying all 
the charges and expences of raifingand maintaining the forces, 
as well European as native, military and marine, on the eftab- 
lidiments in India, and of maintaining the forts andgarrifgns 
there, and providing warlike and naval (lores : fecondly, in 
payment of the interell accruing on the debts owing, or which 
may be hereafter incurred by the Company in India : thirdly, 
in defraying the civil and commercial c(lal:^(hments of the faid 
Company, at their feveral fettlements: fourthly, that therf 
(hall be ilTued to the refpedive commercial Boards of the (aid 
Company, at their feveral preddencies in India, in fuch pro- 
portions as the Court of Diredlors, with the approbation of 
the Commiflioners for the affairs of India, (haU from time to 
time diredl, a fum of not lefs than one crore of current rupees 
in every year, to be applied in the provifion of the Company’s 
inveflment of goods in India and in remittances to China, for 
the provifion of invefitnent of goods there : and fifthly, that 
as often as any part of the faid debts (hall be redeemed or dif- 
xharged In India, or transferred from thence to Great Britain, 
the Court of Dire6lors, with the confent of the faid Commif- 
fioners, (hall be authorifed to increafe the annual advancement 
to the faid Commercial Boards, for the provifion of inveft- 
meats abroad, in the fame extent to which the interefi of the 
debts in India (hall be reduced by fuch extin<Sion and transfers 
refpeftively, if the trade from India, and remittances to Chi- 
na, (hall admit of, or require fuch annual increafe ; or other- 
wife, that the furplus thus accruing (hall be applied to the li- 
quidation of the debts in India, or to fuch other ufes and pur- 
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pofesas the Court of Direflors, with the approbation of the 
Gommiflionets for the affairs of India^ (hall dire^i. 

“ ,24. That a proportion of the debts owing by the Com- 
pany in India, to the amount of fifty lacks of rupees, or five 
hundred thoufand pounds per annum, be rcf^Titted home by 
bills, from the feveral prcfidencies, on the Court of Direftors, 
at equitable rates of exchange ; and in cafe the creditors (hall 
not fubferibe to the above amount annually, then that the 
Governor General in Council of Bengal (hall be authorifed to 
raife money for that ptirpofe, by granting bills of exchange on 
the Court of Direftors, at the like rates as for other money 
paid into the Company’s Treafury at Fort William, and apply 
the fums fo raifed, or whatever furplus may remain, after 
providing for the Company’s invellment of goods, to the dif- 
charge of fiich debts, until the total of the debts bearing intc- 
relt in India (hall be reduced to a fum not exceeding two 
crorcs of current rupees,* or two millions of pounds fieri ing. 

25. That, during the continuance of the exclufive trade 
to the faid Company, the net proceeds of their fales of goods 
in England, with their profits arifing by private or privilege 
trade, or in any other manner, after providing for the current 
payments of intereft, and other outgoings, charges, and cx- 
pences of the faid Company, (hall be applied and difpofed of 
in the following manner (that is to fay ; ) firfi, in payment of 
a dividend, after the rate of ten pounds per cent, per annum, 
on the prefent or any future amount of the capital (lock of the 
faid Company, fuch payment to commence at Midfummer 
1793: fccondly, in payment of five hundred thoufand pounds 
per annum, the fame to be fet apart on the ifi day of March 
and the ifi day of September, half-yearly, in equal portions, 
and applied in the difeharge of bills of exchange, to be drawn 
for the transfer and diminution of the debts of the faid Com- 
pany in India, until the fame fliall be reduced to two crorcs 
of current rupees, or two millions fierling : thirdly, in pay- 
ment of a fum not exceeding five hundred thoufand pounds in 
every year, into the receipt of His Majefiy’s Exchequer, to be 
applied as Parliament (hall direS ; the iame to be fet apart for 
that purpofe on the id day of July and the ift day of January 
in every year, by equalportions, and the firfi half-yearly pay- 
ment thereof to be made and accounted due on *the ift day of 
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July 1793; and in the event of any deficiency of the faid 
funds in any year, for fatisfying fuch lad-mentioned payments 
into His Majedy’s Exchequer, that the fame.be made good out 
of anyfurplus which may remain from the faid net proceeds in 
any fubfequcn^ycar, after the payment of the annual fum of 
five hundred thouftind pounds into His Majedy’s Exchequer 
in each year refpe£lively ; and that when the faid debts in In- 
dia djaU have been reduced to the amount aforefaid, and the 
bond debt in Great Biitain (hall have been reduced to one mil- 
lion five hundred thoufand pounds, the furpliis of the laid net 
proceeds, after fuch provifions made as aforefaid, and after 
payment of a dividend after the faid rate of ten pounds per 
cent, per annum on the faid capital ftod!k, and the faid annual 
fum of five hundred thoufand pounds into the Exchequer, and 
after making good all former deficiencies in the faid annual 
payments (if any fuch (hall happen) lhall be applied and dif- 
pofed of in manner following, that is to fay: one fixth part of 
the faid furplus lhall be referved and retained by the faid Com- 
pany for their own ufe, and applied in augmentation of the 
dividends on their faid capital Hock, and the refidue of the faid 
furplus lhall be fet apart, and from time to time paid into the 
receipt of His Majefty’s Exchequer, to be applied as Parli- 
ament lhall direS, without any intereft to be paid to the Com- 
pany in refpeft or for the ufe thereof; but ncverthelefs to be 
confidered and declared as a collateral fecurity to the faid Com- 
pany for the faid capital Hock, and for the dividend of ten per 
cent, per annum, in refpe<a: thereof, not exceeding the fum 
of twelve millions of pounds ftcrling ; and that the excefs of 
fuch payments (if any) beywid that amount, fhall be deemed 
and declared the properly of the Public, and at the difpofal of 
Parliament. 

26. That if the Company’s debts in India, after the 
fame lhall have been reduced to two crores of current rupees, 
or two millions of pounds ilerling, (hall be again increafed 
beyond that amount, or if their bond debt in Great 'Britain, 
after the fame lhall have been reduced to one million five hun- 
dred thoufand pounds, lhall be a^in increafed beyond that 
fum, then" and fo often as either of thofe cafes lhall happen, 
there lhall be referved a^d fet apart, out of the faid net pro- 
ceeds, next after payment of the faid dividend of ten poundt 
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per cent, on the faid capital flock, but in preferenceHo any 
other application thereof, the fum of five hundred tKoufand 
pounds per annum, to be appropriated to the redudion of fuch 
new debts refpedively, until the debts in India ihall be again ^ 
reduced to two crores of current rupees, an^ the faid bond 
debt in Great Britain to one million fivq, hundred thoufand 
pounds. 

27. That to fecure to the Company at all times the means 
of carrying on their trade with credit and advantage, it is ex- 
pedient to make provifion for fo arranging the payment ento 
the Exchequer, of the aforefaid proportion of any annual 
balance, or furplus of the faid net proceeds becoming due and 
payable there, as to authorize the Company to retain a fum 
not exceeding two hundred thoufand pounds, for their current 
caih, for fo long time, after the end of each year, as may be 
reafonably deemed fufBcierit for their receiving new monies 
in the courfe of their trade, to replace the fums fo retained ; 
and for the like purpofc, that a power fhoiild be vefled in the 
High Treafurer, or Commillioners of the Treafury, upon the 
requifition of the Company, to poflpone any of the faid half- 
yearly payments into the Exchequer for a reafonable time, to 
be limited in that behalf, on its being fatisfaftorily Ihewn to 
him or them that the affairs of the Company require fuch pofl- 
ponement. 

“ 28. That during the farther term in the cxclufivc trade, 
the Company (hall be reftrifted from making any other diftri- 
bution of the fufn of money and flock now ftanding upon their 
books, under the title of The Company's feparate fund’* 
(the faid fum now amounting, with intcreft thereon, com- 
puted to the ift day of March 1793, to four hundred and iixty- 
feven thoufand eight hundred and nincty-fix pounds feven (hil- 
lings and four pence; and the faid flock, being Eafl-India 
flock, to the fum of nine thoufand feven hundred and fifty 
pouhdsj or any future intereft or dividends arifing thereby, 
otherwife than as hereafter is mentioned (that is to fay) : That 
after payment into His Majefty’s Exchequer of the two firft in- 
ftalments of two hundred and fifty thoufand pounds each, 
which will accrue due to the Public on the ift day of July 
1793 and the ift day of January 1794, orotlierwife, after fet* 
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ting apart a fufficicni fum for fucli payment, it fhall be lawful 
for the faid Company, out of the faid feparate fund, and the 
growing incoi^ie thereof, to make and declare a dividend or 
dividends, after the rate of ten (hillings per cent, per annum, 
on 'the prefent or any future amount of their capital (lock, 
which faid dividend or dividends (hall be paid and payable t<y 
the faid Company, over and above any other dividend or di- 
vidoods which (hall become due in refpeft of the faid capital 
ftock. 

** 29. That it is proper to make provifion for fo limiting 
the granting of penfions, or incrcafing the falaries of Officers, 
or creating any new eftablifhments at home, as may eiFedualljr 
proteA the Company’s funds in Great Britain from any unne- 
cclTary charges. 

** 30. That the Court of Direftors of the faid Company 
(hall, within the iirft fourteen fitting days next after the thir- 
tieth day of March in every year, lay before both Houfes of 
Parliament an account, made up according to the lateft atl* 
vices, of the annual produce of the revenues of the Briti(h ter- 
ritories in India, difiinguifhing the fame under the refpe£livs 
heads thereof, at their feveral prefidencies or fettlements ; with 
the amount of their Tales of goods and (lores within the limits of 
their cxclufive trade, and of all their annual di(burfements 
within the faid limits, di(lingui(hing the fame under the re- 
fpedive heads thereof ^ and the amount of their debts abroad, 
with the rates of intered they refpedively carry, and the annual 
amount of fuch intereft ; and the (late of their effedls at each 
prefidency or fettlement, and in China, confiding of ca(h and 
bills in the treafuries, goods and dores, and debts owing tp the 
Company, according to the latcd advices; together with a lid 
of their feveral edablifhments abroad, and the falaries and al- 
lowances payable by the faid Company at each prefidency or 
fettlement, and in China: and alfo another annual account, 
made up to the (ird day of March next preceding the delivery 
thereof to Parliament, containing the amount of the proceeds of 
the Company’s fales at home, and of their commercial, and 
other charges and payments in Great Britain, under the fe- 
veral heads thereof; and of their bond debts and funple con« 
1 fa& deSts, with the rates of intered they rerpeAively carry, 
mA ihe annual amount of fuch intered ; and the State of cafli 
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remaining in the Treafiiij^ and oUi^r effe&s appertaining to 
the Company, at home or afloat. 

‘*31. That in the prefent circumftances of ^he Eaft-India 
Company they ihould be enabled to raife a Aim of money, by 
adding one million pounds capital flock to their prefent capital 
of five million pounds, fo as to make their whole capital flock 
in future fix millions ; and that fuch addition be made by open- 
ing a fubfeription to the amount of the faid one million pounds 
capital flock, at a rate to be fixed for every one hundred pounds 
of fuch capital flock, or at fuch rate as the Court of Directors 
of the faid Company, with the approbation of the Commif- 
iionersof theTreafury, fhalldiredl; and that the fubferibers 
to the fame be declared entitled to the like profits, benefits, 
and privileges, in refpedl thereof, as the proprietors of Eaft- 
India flock are or may be entitled to in refpedl of their prefent 
flock. 

32. That the faid Company fliall apply a fufficient part 
of the fum to be raifed by the faid fubfeription, in the reduc- 
tion of their bond debt in Great Britain to the fum of one mil- 
lion five hundred thoufand pounds, and the refidue thereof in 
difeharge of fuch other debts as the Company ihall think fit. 

“ 33. That after the bond debt of the Company in Great 
Britain fliall have been reduced to the fum of one million five 
hundred thoufand pounds, the fame (hail not be again increafed 
beyond that amount, except with the approbation of the Board 
of Commiflioners for the affairs of India, fignified in* writing 
under the hands of three or more of the faid Cominiffioners ; 
and that any fuch increafe of bond debt fliall in no wife be 
made to exceed the fum of three hundred thoufand pounds in 
any one year.’* 

Mr. FRANCIS began with faying that, altho* he knew 
that other opportunities would offer when the fubjed of thefe 
extraordinary propofitions might be difculTcd with greater con- 
venience, and efpeoially with a more numerous attendance^ 
than appeared at prefent, flill he thought and felt that it would 
be equally inconfiflent with Jiis public duty and with his perfo- 
nal honour to fuflFer an idea to go abroad and prevail in the 
mind of any man,. that fuch a fpeech and fuch a meafure, aa 
that, which the right honourable gentleman had juft delivered 
and propofedi could have b;en liftened to by him lylth patlencei. 
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or fuiFefcd to pafs without inftant contradiSion. To a Ipecch 
To methodifed and prepared, and confiding of ib niany general 
heads and particular details, it is not to be expefied that I^can 
immediately oppofe all the arguments and obje6lions, which the 
fubjeft might i^fnifli, and which, with a paufe for rcfledlion, 
I might be able to offer to the Committee with greater accuracy 
and order. All I can do now is, to (late the principal points 
as they occur to my recollcdlion, adding only fuch (hort 
obfervations upon them as the topics immediately fuggeft to 
my mind ; with one general preliminary declaration, in which 
I mean to include almod the whole of what the right honour- 
able gentleman has dated, namely, that the meafure he pro* 
pofes, the principles he maintains, the fadls he aiferts, and the 
arguments with which he Aipports his propodtions, appear to 
me to (land in dire^l oppofitton to truth, to reafon, to policy, 
to experience, and to judice, and to be as dangerous in their 
application and efFe£i as they are falfe and abfurd in their con* 
ception. I do not apply this language perfonally to the right 
honourable gentleman, but to the mondrous feheme he recom- 
mends, and the adonilhing reafons he adigns for it. A& to 
himfclf, I am, and have been at all times, ready to do him 
judice, and to allow him the degree of merit that belongs to 
him. I wifli he would furnilh me with more frequent oppor- 
tunities of commending his condud. He uuqucflionably has 
the merit, and it is not an inconfiderable one, of having' 
brought the internal date of the government of India fully and 
fairly before Parliament, particularly that branch of it which 
was mod involved in obfeurity, and which waiited elucidation 
mod, the revenues and expences of our edabliihments there. 
I confefs, too, that in former times he has had the credit of 
profelling many found principles, and declaring fome prudent 
refolutions refpeAing the policy and pradice of the 'Britilh 
dominion in India. Thefe principles and declarations, though 
barren and unprodudive in his hands, will not be iifelefs in 
ours. They furnilh a light, which will help us to view and , 
examine his prefent eonduA. On my own part, 1 can afliire 
the Committee that, whatever my opinions may be on the 
fubjeft of India afEurs, they are perfedly difintereded and 
iihpartial. To me, perfonally, it is a quedton of prefoufid 
mdifference in jwhat manner government and commerce oi 
VouXXXV. Mm 
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India may be arranged and difpofed of hereafter. I have nei^ 
ther intereft nor inclination to engage in this difcufCon. Far 
otherwife. 1 would abandon the fiibje£l for ever, if I could. 
What has it been to me for many years pall^ but a fource of 
altercation and enmity, of labour and vexation ? But I will 
not confult my cafe at the cxpence of my Jhonoiir. Confidcr- 
ing the relation, in which I have ftood fo long to the govern- 
ment of India, and the part I have a£led, 1 cannot, without 
perlbnal dilbonotir, fubmit for a moment to have it fuppofed 
poflible that I could hear the things which I have heard this 
day without indignation, contradidlion, and rcfiflance. Be- 
fore I enter farther into the fubjed, let me caution the Com- 
mittee againft a material error, into which they might poffibly 
be led, firft by an evident want of diftindnefs in the right ho- 
nourable gentleman’s fpeech on the points I allude to, and then 
by their own inattention. I mean to caution them not to 
confound two objects, utterly dillind, and in their nature in- 
compatible, and which nothing but aii unexampled concur* 
fence of force and fortune, united againfl policy and juflice, 
could ever have brought together. Thcfc objefts arc, the re- 
newal of the Company’s charter for an cxcluflve trade, and 
the continuance of the territorial acquifitions and revenues in 
the pofleflion of the Eaft-India. Company. The firft not only 
does not involve, but ought to exclude the other. It is not 
my intention to difpute the neceflity or propriety of renewing 
the charter. On that fubjeft I agree with the right honoura- 
ble gentleman in principle, though I queftion his fafls, and 
doubt about the pradlical efFcfl of the operaiion. On the 
propofed continuance of the government of India in the hands 
of a Company of Merchants, 1 deny and proteft againft every 
thing he has faid. His principles, his fadls, and his argu- 
ments^ are all alike, and only fit to keep company with one 
another* The right honourable gentleman’s favourite theme 
the burden of his prefent fong, is, Jhould wi 
when all is wellt and this is the refult of all his la* 
bmiir^aAd inquiries for the lall twelve years, of fiis Committees 
mi idblutionSf of his laws and inftrudions, for the better 
government of India. Beware vf innovations-^Bewart ef mise^ 
kf tkeerias with praEiice* Speculations are uncertain; expe* 
iwy be dangerous. Tqu, are in pffijftorkof a tried form 
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»f government, of which you know the whieh, inftBt 

has anfwend all the purpofes of a good one. The country fiou- 
rijies^ the commerce projpcrs^ the India Company are richf and 
the people hapfy^ Why Jhould you rijk the confequence of attempt^ 
ing to change or invade an order of things fo fortunately ejlablijhed^ 
and fo fuccefsfully conducted ? — Now what are thcfe dreadful 
theories, thcfe untried fpeculations, thefe dangerous experi* 
ments, of which the right honourable gentleman pretends to 
be fo^violently afraid ? One would think that fome monftrous 
fyftem had been propofed to him, which politicians and ftatef- 
men had never heard of, which all the eminent writers on go- 
vernment had agreed to reprobate, and which, in faft, would 
be a novelty without example in the condiidl of the 1^(1' India 
Company’s affairs. The right honourable gentleman knows 
as well as I do, that in every view of the fubjeft, whether you * 
look to principles univerfally acknowledged, to authorities, or 
to experience, the dirccl contrary is the truth. Is it a novelty^ 
is it an airy fpeculation to affirm that a trading company is un* 
qualified for fovercignty, is unfit to be truited with the govern- 
ment of a great kingdom ; that their interefls in one character 
are incompatible with their duties in the other ; that fuch an 
intereft fliould never be united with fuch a power, or that the 
fubjccfls of the fovcrcign will certainly be facrificed to the pro* 
fils of the merchant ? Thefe propofitions. Sir, inllead of be- 
ing hew, and therefore dangerous, as t4ie right honourable 
gentleman would infinuate, are trite and common. They 
have been affirmed and maintained by every political writer, 
who deferves the name of an authority, and equally by theories 
and (latefmen, by thofe who have meditated and thoTe who 
have afted, ever fince the principles of Government have been 
a fubje6l of difeuffion among men. Nolo eundem .populum 
imperatorem ejfe W portitorem terrarum orhiso**. In the time 
of Cicero, the Romans were treating their provinces in Alia 
as we have treated ours. They taxed with one hand, and mo* 
nopolifed yvith the other. They demanded from their fubjeSf 
an exorbitant revenue, which they made it impoffible for thetqi 
to pay, firfl, by engroffing the pro<luce of the lands, in dm* 
rader of proprietor, and then by appropriating the trade and 
induftry of the^peop^ in q^lity of merchant. ^The ri^t 
|ioura1^e*gentleman ac one moment pretends to he aiiiki^ 

. M m 



308 PARLIAMENTARY 4 *79J* 

'guard you againft the vulgar prcjiidicesi commonly en- 
tertained againft exclufive companies and commercial mo- 
mopoliesi while at the fame time he does not think it be* 
neath him to f avail himfelf of the artifici^ cry and real 
panic, which have lately prevailed in this country reprobate 
every thing to which the name of innovatk^n, of theory, or 
experiment, could be truly or falfely applied. But would it, 
in be an innovation to reinilate the Ea(l*India Company 
in their commercial charafter, and confine them to thc^,pur- 
fuits that belong to it ? They profpered while they were mer- 
chants, and they have never profpered fince they have appear- 
ed in another charaftcr, and alTumcd another flation. Why ? 
Becaufc they were qualified to be merchants, and utterly un- 
qualified to be fovereigns. By the nature and principles of 
their tnfiitution, they were fitted for trade, and unfitted for 
government. But have, they profited by tlieir fovereignty ? 
Have their territorial revenues been of any ufc to them in their 
corporate capacity ? I do not believe it ; on the contrary, I, 
for one, am convinced that all the difficulties, debts, and dif- 
trefles, in which they have been involved, and the perpetual 
wars which at fome periods have brought them to the verge of 
ruin, arc owing to their being burdened with the pofTcIfion of 
a territory, which it was impollible for them to manage and 
govern cither for the benefit of the people, or fox their own 
advantage ; and that the regular profits of their trade, bcfoic 
they were connefted with the internal politics of the country, 
were not only more fecure, but greater than fincc they were 
in pofTeffion of the dewanny and fovcreigniy of Bengal. Their 
iervants, it is true, as well as a multitude of other individuals, 
have made their fortunes out of the revenues, while the Com- 
pany have been involved in enornKius debts, and the Proprie- 
tors limited to inconfiderable dividends, though even thefe dU 
vidends perhaps were greater than they would have been 
ftriflly entitled to upon a true (latement of their affairs and a 
regular balance of their accounts, that is, if their dividends 
had been limit^ by the furplus of their annual profits, after 
all the debts and expences of the year were difeharged. But 
it Teems the natives of India have uniformly profpered and 
b^^en made happy under the Company’s auipicious govern- 
ment ; and this he afierts in the face of the h&B of Parlia^ 
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ment, which have been made withm ihefe twenty years for the 
better government of India. They are delighted with the 
liberality and good conduft of the Company’s fervants^ and 
could neve^ear the thoughts of being fubje^l to any other do- 
minion.^“'T^e right honouraWe gentleman ferioufly cells us 
that it would w&und their feelings too much, and pollibljr 
might occafion Tome dreadful convulfion among them, which 
might prove fatal to the Britifli interells in India, if the Aa- 
ti'.^s were now to be called upon to acknowledge any other fo* 
vercign but. the Eud-India Company ! I can hardly perfuade 
myfclf that the right honourable gentleman is in earned, when 
he dates thefc fables and fancies to the Committee as fober 
truths and ferioiis propofitions, fit to be urged as arguments in 
deliberation and motives of adion to the Legiflature of this 
kingdom. But, if he be in earned, 1 can eafe him of his 
fears. The natives of India know nothing of the Company’s 
government, but its efFcfl: upon themfehxs. They know what 
the wealth of their country was in former times, and how it 
has been difpofed of. Do you think that, by the fame opera- 
tion, fo many thoufands of individuals could have been en- 
riched in England, and no man impoveriflied in India ? Do 
you believe itpodibic that an hundred and fifty millions of the 
fiibdance of Bengal could have been extracted, as they have 
been in one way or other, by the Company and their fervants, 
and the people not be the poorer for it ! Lord Cornwallis teHs 
you that there is not a man of property left in the country, ex- 
cept a few bankers and banians in the principal towns, and 
that one third of the Company’s territory is a jungle inhabited 
by wild beads. But, alas! it would wound ihtW feelings if 
they were not to continue under the government of the Ead- 
India Company. I know not where the right honourable 
gentleman has picked up this curious intelligence. '^When I 
was in Bengal I can take upon me to affirm that the natives in 
general had no conception of what was meant by the word 
Company. Few of ahem thought of it at all, and, among 
thefe, every man had a fancy of his own. .With fome of 
them a notion prevailed that the Company was an old woman 
looked up in a Zenana. In fad*, they care but little about the 
/matter. As far, however, as they have any idea or concern 
upon thcfuCjed of government, their prejudices and their lu- 
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bits mcl|ne them to prefer the government of a fingle perfon, 
virith the title of Emperor or King, to any other. jSut the 
right honourable gentleman tells us it is too late, in May 
1793, to think of entering upon fo great an oper^on, and to 
engage in fo many difficulties and d^ails, as muft^Rend the 
arrangement and execution of a newTyftem, if the government 
were now to be transferred from the India Company, and 
veiled, where it ought to be, in His Majefty*s perfon. If the 
arrangement requires time, why did he not undertake the 
finefs at an earlier period ? In what manner has he been em- 
ployed for the lad three years ? Is it only now he knows, for 
the lirft time, that the Company’s charter will expire in 
April 1794? What right has he to plead his own unne- 
epflary and criminal delays to juftify his prefent equally crU 
minal precipitation r If the bufincfs can be no otherwife than 
ill done now, why did he not begin it at a time when it might 
have been done properly r I, for one, do not believe that his 
t^ondudl, in this indance, has really been aifcdled either by 
delay or precipitation ; but that, ^w^hether he a£ls flowly or 
hadiiy, it is upon a fettled plan. But what arc thefe wonder- 
ful difficulties he talks of ? He afks us what are we to do with 
the Company’s fortifications ? What allow^ance are we to make 
for them ? Howr are w^e to fettle with the Company for the va- 
lue of therr artillery, dores, and amniunition r My anfwer is 
that, if the government of the country be transferred, the de- 
fences of the country mud go along with it. They were paid 
for out of the territorial revenues, and the Company will dill 
have the benefit of them as long as their exclufivc charter is 
continued. He afles us, fVhat will you do with the Company s 
private property in the lands ? Would you JuhjeSf the lands of the 
Company to any government but their own? I do not know 
what property of this fort the Company polTeiTes, nor what it 
is he alludes to. In the only indance he mentions Ke has en- 
tirely midaken the fa£l. The twenty-four pergunnahs, of 
which he conceives the Company to be Zemindar, were in- 
deed granted to them by a fimnud of one of the Nabobs \ but 
it was an uA of the grofled violence and injudice. The Pro* 
l^ietoirs never relinqttiihed their claim, and, while 1 was m 
Bengal, they were at lad reihdated in their right by a refolu* 
tiw the Governor General and Council^ in which* M& 



Haftings and I concurred. But if the contrary were ; if 
the Company had, as he fays, a private property m tfaefe or 
any other lands, why (hould that circumilance create any dif» 
ficulty ? They would hold them on the fame terms ; they 
would to the fame laws, and entitled to the fame 

protedlion with a^} the other landholders of the country. The 
right honourable gentleman feems to me to look for difficiitfies 
where there arc none, as all men will do, whofe inclination or 
intereft will not permit them to do right. He fays that great 
doubts have exided among the perfons whom he has confuked, 
and among the authorities by which he wifticd to be guided ; 
that it is true that gentlemen, who have ferved in high ftations 
in India, have fent home a mafs of information, particularly 
Mr. Barwcll, Sir Robert Chambers, Sir John Clavering, Mr. 
Francis, and Mr. Hadings ; that the materials and documents 
communicated by thefe gentlemen were ufeful and inftru6Iivc, 
and that the bed ufe has been made of them; but^that, as to 
their opinions, they never agreed in any thing. With refpeft 
to Mr. Barwcll and Sir Robert Chambers 1 can fay nothing, 
as I never heard till now that information or opinions, on the 
points in qiiedion, had been tranfmitted home by either of 
thofc gentlemen. It is not unlikely that Mr. Hadings, if lie 
had known Sir John Clavcrtng's opinion and mine on any 
point, 'might have been inclined to oppofe it. But that I 
think might be accounted for by the particular circumdanccs 
of his (ituation and ours, with relation to Government and the 
Company. Abdradcd from that confideration, I very much 
doubt whether Mr. Hadings’s opinion and mine would be 
found to have differed materially on any of thefe general quef- 
tions. 1 do not believe that, if he were now called upon for 
a deliberate opinion, he would adtrm that the fovercignty of 
the territorial poifelfions ought to be cxcrcifed by a trading 
Company in preference to His Majedy. But of this I am 
certain, that General Clavering, Colonel Moiifon, and I, 
never dkagreed upon any fundamental quedion of general po- 
licy, good government, and judice; and that, in every thing 
we recommended home for future arrangement, we were of 
one and the fame mind. But, foppofing it were otherwife, 
does it follow that, becaufe different opinions are enteitaified 
ypoo % gafe of ^at '«M‘gency and diftrefs, you axe to fiand ftill. 
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and do nothing? The cafe is prefling. Men of diftinguiflied 
abilities and long experience recommend different courfes. 
Therefore follow none of them. Dodors differ. Let the pa- 
tient perifli. This is all I can coIle£k from the right honour* 
able gentleman’s curious argument about diffcr^sqjs in opi- 
nion. It was his buftnefs to feieft and to decide. f)oes he 
mean to confefs that he is unequal to his office ? The right 
honourable gentleman has recourfc to arguments of every fort, 
except thofe which eflentially belong to the fubje^l, to engage 
your concurrence in the meafurc he recommends. To (he 
Public he promifes five hundred thoiifund pounds a year. * To 
the Proprietors of India ftock an addition of two per cent, to 
their dividend ; to the Direftors a continuance in their prefent 
lituation, which, however nominal in point of power, and 
degraded in point of honour^ has flill, I take for granted, fome 
fecret conveniences and charms to recommend it. The flap- 
ping intercft is fccurcd of courfe by the renewal of the com- 
mcrctal charter. One monopoly follows the other. The 
Company’s fervants abroad are to have a channel provided by 
which they may remit their fortunes to England. In Ihort, 
Sir, that rio man may be dilfatisficd with the right honourable 
gentleman’s feheme, the charter of trade, which he calls ex- 
clufive, and pretends to grant to the India Company alone, is 
in efkct laid open to any adventurer, who chufes to partake in 
it. All the Company have to do is to provide tonnage and 
warehoufes for the export and import trade of individuals to 
and from India. I do not know that the Company w'ill lofe 
anything by this participation. , The trade of India, I believe, 
neither can be cffcftually engrofled, nor is it worth their keep- 
ing. But I objed to the fallacy and fraud of calling it any 
longer an exclufivc charter. The right honourable gentleman 
has made himfelf perfonally anfwerablc to all the parties I 
have named for the fpecific performance of his engagements to 
each of them. Of his fuccefs I have many doubts ; but let 
him perform his promifes if he can. V/hethcr they areeffecr 
tiiatcd or not, they ought to be confidercd, in the prefent deli- 
beration, as bribes, not as arguments. The principal party 
of in this great legiflative arrangement, is completely 
abandoned and forgotten; I mean the natives of India. He 
inay poflibly make good his promifes to all thfs ptber.purties, 
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und yet not advance a fingle ftcp towards the better govOTi-^ 
<nent of India. On that fubjed, I do not recolledl that he 
has faid one word. He tells us indeed that it is his intention 
to continue th^^mirable fydem ellablifhed for the adminiftra* 
tton of the ^Rree Prefidencies, that is, a fingle perfon with ab« 
folute power, and a \ion-efFe£Iive Council with great falaries 
and no authority. The nattie of a Council, I fuppofe, is fuf^ 
ficient. You have a nominal Council abroad, as you have a 
homingl Dire^ion at home, and with juft as rnuch capacity to 
advife as they have power to controul.^ Look through the 
whole of the right honourable gentleman’s fyftem, and you will 
fee that the pervading eftence and principle of it is, in every 
inftance, to divide the ofteniible from the real power, and to 
make one of them a cloak and (belter for the other. 

With refpeft to the renewal of the Company’s exclufive 
charter to trade to India, I have already faid that I do not ob- 
je£l to it. My doubt is, whether in effed it can be made ex* 
clnfive, and whether it is even ferioufly intended to be what 
the title of the meafure profefies. As for the affirmative mo- 
tives, which induce the right honourable gentleman to recom- 
mend a renewal of the charter, and the arguments with which 
he fupports it, I declare I cannot at this moment recoiled one 
of them that feemed to me to have cither truth, reafon, or 
common fenfe in it. Firft of all, the right honourable gen- 
tleman prof^iTes to be ferioudy and exceffively alarmed himfelf^ 
and to fuppofe that we ihould be fo too, at the immoderate in* 
creafe of influence which would be thrown into the hands of 
the executive power, if the patronage, infeptrable from the 
pofleffion of the territorial acquifitions and from the adminif- 
tration of the revenues of India, were diredly vefted in the 
Crown. This, it feems, would indeed be a formidable fource 
of corruption, if left to the difpofal of the King’s Minifters, 
and a juft occadon of jealoufy to Parliament. But, as long 
as the patronage of India (lands in the name of a trading Com- 
pany, and is fuppofed to be diftributed by a Court of Direc- 
tors, all is (afe. You have nothing to fear for Ae indepen- 
dence of Parliaoient. Minifters tak^e no (hare in dib appoint- 
ments to India. The influence <^ahe Crown is not increaled. 
Sir, I a(k you,^and every man who hears me, is there any fin* 
cbrky in (his language ? Is it a fair and honourable deding 
VqjL.XXXy* Nn 
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among men ? I afk the right honourable gentleman himfelf^ 
vtrhere is this dangerous patronage Veiled at prefent i Will ho. 
defcend from that chara£ler of franknefs which his friends at* 
tribute to him, and which he profelfes hlmfeld^will he fubmit 
to fay that it is bona fide left to the Court of Difltflors to dif- 
pofe of the powerful and lucrative offices of India ; that Go- 
vernors and Councillors, that the Judges and their train, that 
the Commanders of ' Armies, General and Field Officers, the 
Chiefs of Provinces, and the Colledlors of Revenue, ar«> really 
and unequivocally fubje£l to the unbiaffed nomination of the 
Court of Direftors ? We all know that direftly the reverfe 
is the fa£l, and that, in all the great and lucrative departtpents 
of Government, the Directors liave no more real power than 
I have. Like other individuals, if they want a fervice or a 
favour, they mull carry their felicitations to tlie fountain head, 
that is, to tUe right honourable gentleman hiinfelf, who pre- 
tends to be fo much ihockcd at the thoughts of patronage, and 
at the fufpicion of poirefling it. Concerning the future arrange- 
ment of the immenfe (landing army in India, the right honou- 
rable gentleman has not thought proper to fay one word ; yet, 
in that department alone, every man muft know that the means 
of influence and favour are unlimited. Does he mean to fe- 
parate the military from its dependence on the civil power, or 
to cxercife this, as he does every other, through the medium 
of the Dire£lors ? But, to cure us of all our apprehenfions 
on the fubjeft of influence, the right honourable gentleman 
reforts to a diftindlion which, I think, would never have oc- 
curred to any but a very lively imagination. He docs not po- 
fitively deny that, in the difpofal of the great fituations and 
offices, to which I have'alluded, the influence of Government 
does not predominate, or at lead take a confidcrable (hare. 
But this petty patronage, it feems, is not worth yOur notice, 
and ought to excite no apprehenfion. You have nothing to 
fear, it would be ridiculous to be alarmed, as long as the ap* 
pointiPent of writers is left, as he aifures you it is, at the ab- 
iblute difpofal of the Court of Diredlors ! At the fame time 
the ri|;ht honourable geptleman is candid enough to admit, 
that he certainly has intierefl enough with the Diredors to ob- 
tain a writerfliip, if be thought fit to apply forgone. I do not 
^oubtt it. Wh^t I admire is the wit and pleafantry, with 
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which he exalts the importance and value of this branch of 
Indian patronage at the expence of the reft. All the power- 
ful and lucrative offices of India, to which falaries and emo- 
luments of thoufands a year are annexed, are of no 
moment in the queftiqn of influence, and vanifti in the com* 
parifon with that important and valuable privilege, which he 
bountifully leaves to the DireSors, namely, the appointment of 
writers ! Now why it ftiould be fo extremely valuable to thole 
gentlenftn, unlcfs they fell their nominations, I cannot compre- 
hend. Some of them I know have been fufpefted of fuch a prac- 
tice. But, in this fonfe, the value of the privilege is venal, 
and gives no influence. In my mind, the right honourable gen- 
tleman has overftated the importance of thefe appointments. 
I believe that this branch of the Company’s fervice has been 
greatly overloaded. You fee the numbers, who return to Eng- 
land with fortunes ; but you hear nothing and take no notice 
of a far greater number, w^ho languifti in India in narrow cir- 
cumftances, or perifli there overwhelmed with diftrefs. The 
firft clafs, I very much fear, are not to be compared with the 
fecond. The right honourable gentleman is earneft in depre- 
cating the imputation of wifliing to increafe the influence of 
the Crown, But he has fome ferious objeflions to the prefeift 
conftitution of the Board of Controul. One of the original 
recommendations of that Board was, that the bufmefs belong- 
ing to it would be performed by perfons already pofleiTed of 
fome high and lucrative offices, but 4iot attended with much 
occupation, whofe time was difengaged, and who wanted no 
falaries for any fcrvice they could do, being already well paid 
for doing nothing. But things are altered fince this do£lrine 
prevailed. It has done its duty. The Board is eftablilhed, 
and now the Members of it, whofe fervices were intended to 
be gratuitous, muft have five thoufand pounds a year divided 
among them. 

The right honourable gentleman having, in this way, fe- 
cured himfelf againft all fufpicion of aiming at a . dangerous 
influence, for himfelf or for Government, by means of the 
patronage of India, proceeds to ftate the inconveniences, the 
difficulties, and the dangers, which he conceives would follow, 
if, the trade were •laid open. On this point, I defire it once 
more to be remembered that I am at iffiie with him upon bis 
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arguments^ not upon his profefled obje£t. The renewal of 
the charter may be proper, may be neceflary, or may be con^ 
venient, but not for any of the reafons which he has afligned. 
He a(ks us, fVould you encourage a fpirit of colen^zation in India? 
Can England bear the drain of Juch numbers of its people as would 
emigrate with that vieWy if the trade were laid open ? iVould 
there not be a conjiderable probability that many of thofe emigrants 
ffdght be tempted to quit your proper territory y and enter into the 
military fervice of native powers y and by that means proiM dange- 
rous to your own efiablijhment ? My anfwer is, that the firft 
part of the danger he alludes to is imaginary ; the reft is better 
f funded, but not all provided for by the renewal of the char- 
ter. The climate of India is of itfelf a fufficient fecurity 
againft emigration of any confequence from England, for the 
real pnrpofe of colonization. The real colonift can only fub- 
iift by the labours of the field, and the cultivation of the foil. 
Be aiFured that thefe labours will never* be performed in India, 
by Britifli hands. Except perfons who arc in office, no man 
goes to India, but to gather taxes, to trade, or to plunder, 
that is, to make a fortune as faft as he can by any means, and 
bring it away with him. The abufc, againft which you are 
bSund to provide, and w'hich can no way be reftrained but by 
a vigorous adminiftration on the fpot, prevails at prefent, and, 
more or lefs, has exifted at all times, — I mean the facility, 
which adventurers of all forts have found, in dtfperfing them* 
felves over the country, where the licemioufnefs of their con- 
duct, and the mifehiefs it produces, are enormous. Of per- 
fons of thisL defer iption, many, I do not doubt, have engaged 
in the fervice of the native princes. There lies the danger. 
The abufe is real. The mifehief ferious. Remove them if 
you can. They have grown with the Company's charter, 
and cannot be correclcd by renewing it. The right ho- 
nourable gentleman is vehement in aflerting that, if the 
charter were not renewed, many eflential advantages would be 
loft to this country, and to the Government, and that there is 
no way of fecuring them, but by confining the trade to an ex* 
clufive Company, and veiling that Company with the collec* 
tion and management of the territorial revenues. He fays 
truly, that the furplus of the revenue can no way be remitted 
l^e but by the medium of trade ; and then be afks bow is tlM 
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tvmittaiicc to made ? How is Goremment to get their 
5oo»oool. * year? How are the Proprietors to giet their in<- 
cteafed diridend, if the trade be not continued, to the Com> 
pany, fomiy and with the powers, with which it is now 
veftedTin them ? My anfwer is, that if there-be that furplus bf 
lievenue of which he propofes to avail himfelf, the amount of 
jt might be paid into the Company’s commercial treafuries in 
India for bUls on tlw Company in England, and that thia 
might be done, and every purpofe of the remittance anfwered» 
juft as well as it is at prefent, if the commerce were feparated 
from the Government, or even if the exclufive diarter were 
nut renewed. The Company might ftill be the’ medium of the 
remittance. They would buy their cargoes With the money 
furnilhed them by Government on the fpot, and out of the 
produce of thofe cargoes the claims of all parties in. England 
might be fatisfied. With or without^ the management of the 
territory, with or without the monopoly, the India Company 
might ftill be the channel and the in&ument of this fervice to 
the Public. The fame anfwer applies to the intendjMl increale 
of the dividend, recommended in favour of the Proprietors, 
who, he fays, have hitherto received but a very moderate pro- 
fit, compared with the great capital engaged by them in this 
trade, and the riiks to which they have been expofed. His 
words, I think, were, that “ out of a revenue of 3,700,000!.^ 
** Which they brought into England, they had for their own ufe 
no more than 400,000! . a year, a fum hardly equal to the legal 
“ intereft of their capital, confidering the many rilks which 
** they ran.” Here at laft the truth comes out, becaufe it 
fuits an immediate purpofe to confefs it. The Proprietors of 
India ftock have not profited at all by the poiTeflion of an im- 
menfe territorial revenue. I for one am convinced they have 
loft by it. The honourable gentleman fays, that the Direc- 
tors are bufily employed in forming fome excellent fchemes for 
improving and extending the export trade of England to India, 
by finding out new markets for the manufadures ftaple 
commodities of this country; and that thefe beneficial plana 
would neceilarily be defeated,. if the exclufive trade were taken 
out of their hands. In the firft place,' Sir,L I very muchqoef- 
tion the.poflibUity of increafing our exports to India many 
^palatial atoouat, I mean arith a ratkvnal {pouri^. ttf fitting g. 
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profitable vent for them. Except military ftotes^ ^mmunitiony 
and other implements of war, with which it is not your true? 
policy to furnilh the Indian Princes, the manufadures of 
England can hardly be faid to be faleable in India, bf^j^ond the 
trifling amount ncceflary for the confumption of Europeans. 
The Company by their charter were compelled to fend out a 
large -quantity of broad cloth eyery year, and there it was left 
to perilh in the warehoufes. The Sele£I Committee of 
Direftors, in one of their late reports on this fubjeft, fay^ 
that they can give the Court no pleafing intelligence j 
that the advices from India on this fubjedl prefent a tire- 
fome narrative of circumftances, which prevent their pro- 
grefs and a profit on the fales. Too often they even ftate a 
total failure in the demand, &c. So far from the Pre- 
fidencles being able to augment thefc fales, they com- 
plain generally of an evident decreafe with refpeft to 
‘‘ woollens of every denomination. Large quantities have re- 
** mained for years in the Company’s warehoufes unfold.*^ 
The Government of Bombay repeatedly tell the Direftors, 
that they can find no purchafers, and exprefs much uneaftnejs at 
feeing Juch a quantity of cloth and long ells perijhjng in the ware» 
boufes year after year^ after Jiriving inejfeSfualJy to procure a fale^ 
ISc. But fuppofing the contrary were true, and that the export 
trade to India were in its nature capable of being improved and 
extended, what reafon is there to prefume that this object 
might not be as effedually obtained by an open trade, as by 
an exclufive Company P 1 fear you will find that, as long as 
the manufa&ures of India arc worth bringing to Europe, you 
nquft pay for them in fpecie. The polTeffion of the territorial 
revenues has made it unneceflTary to fend filver to Bengal ; and 
that I take'to be one of the principal advantages we have dc-" 
rived from it. But, on the other hand, the export of bullion 
to China has confiderably increafed. In feven years from 
1785 to 1791 inclufive, I find it ftated by the Committee of 
DireAofS to have amounted to 4 i 3 S 2 , 02 il., or above 621,717!. 
a year. It is true the Dire6tors tell us that the export of filver 
to China is likely to decreafe hereafter. It may be fo. At 
prefent we have hSts on one fide, and ellimates on the other. 
In another part of the fame report, the Committee do not 
^ ioaiple to affirm, that the moft lucrative and beneficisd* 
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mode of carrying on the trade with China from Europe is 
by the export of bullion ; yet the Company have anxioufly 
feized every opportunity of introducing Britifli manufaSurcs 
and produce into C\\\x\2Li ^notwithjlanding they could have dfc- 
rived fuperior advantages from a different conduct.' The pa-* 
triotifm of the prefent DireSors is fuflicient toalTure us, that 
they will be at all times ready to facrifice the interefl: of the 
India Company to that of the Public. But what if unfprtu- 
ifctcly they (hould be fucceeded by perfons of a more confined 
way of thinking, who may poflibly feel thcmfelves bound to 
prefer the particular advantage of their cohflituents to the 
commercial interefts of the nation at large? Now, Sir, 
I beg leave to afle ilie honourable gentleman, in my turn, 
whether, if every thing he urges in favour of renewing 
the Charter were granted, is he fure that it is in his power, 
or in that of the Legillaturc, to make the trade to India 
really and de fa^o exclufive in the hands of the Company? 
Can he exclude Ireland from partaking in it? and would he, 
if he could, while he knows that the Bengal river is annually 
crowded with Ihips from America, as ^vell as from different 
parts of Europe, navigating under foreign colours, but really 
freighted by Britifli fubjefls and loaded at Calcutta with car- 
goes bought with their money, and to be afterwards fmuggled 
into the Britifli doiiiinibns? About three weeks ago, the ho- 
nourable gentleman told the Court of Direftors, cavalierly 
enough, but not without reafon, that he was not anxious 
** about what their decifion might be ; being of opinion, 
that the grant of an exclufive commerce to India was net 
very material to the interefts either of the Eaft-India Com- 
pany or of the Public*.” 

If fo, the Committee perhaps may be curious to know, 
for what reafon he now infifls fo vehemently on the neceffity of 
renewing the Charter. Was he in carneft in that declaration, 
or did he only make ufe of it as an artificial menace to drive the 
Directors to his purpofe ? 

I have given you my opinion of as many of the particulars 
of the honourable gentleman’s propofitions, as 1 have been 
able to recoiled. If the plan of continuing the Government 
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of fo great a territory in thd hands of a trading Company were 
real and efFeSivcy if it ferioufly meant what it profeifedy I 
ihould think it liable to the mod ferious* and foltd objections. 
But, when I know that diredly the reverfe is the when 
1 fee the name of the Company held up as a ma(k and"d*{lalk- 
ing horfe to (helter the operations of a real power which (kulks 
behind it, that this power engrolles every thing, while it pre- 
tends to take nothing, I (hould be afraid of ufing unparliamen- 
tary language, if I permitted myfelf to fay what I think of tl:e 
whole meafure. I mean therefore to exprefs myfelf with cau- 
tion, with referve and moderation, when 1 fay, that it is a 
dangerous compofition of bad principles with worfe praCice, of 
abfurd theories carried into execution in the mod fufpicious 
form of fallacy and dclufion from beginning to end. As an 
operation pretending to genius or contrivance, what is it but 
a poor, flat, pitiful conclufion from premifes that announced 
and demanded fome grand meafure, fome capital arrangement, 
the refult of deep enquiry and penetration, condufled with in- 
dudry and enlightened by experience, and fit to be propofed by 
m datefman, to the Legiflature of a great kingdom, for the 
better Government of another? I cannot believe it polfible 
that this can be the plan which the right honourable gentleman 
has had hitherto in view. If it be, I am fure that all hit 
odenfible labours and inquiries about Indian affairs have 
been completely thrown away. 

Colonel MACLEOD wilhed to know whether the right 
honourable Secretary meant to propofe any plan for putting the 
King’s troops in India and die troops of the Ead^India Com- 
pany on the fame footing, and in fome lhape incorporating 
them together, fo as to prevent thofe heart-burnings and jea- 
loufies which he knew were mod didreffing to a fet of men to 
whofe brave exertions both this country and the Ead-India 
Company owe fuch great obli^tions. 

Qmerai SMITH thought the right honourable Secretaiy 
would have been wanting to himfelf, to the Company, and to 
the country, if he had brought forward propofiiions of any 
other nature dtan thofe whieh he had done. He declared his 
decided c^iniou again, d aii open trade, which nobody in that 
Houfe feemed to think right, and obferved, that«fo far from 
the Company's affairs having been better before they had terri- 
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tonal poflellions, Lord Ciivc’s fucceiles, he faid, in 1757* 
were the falvation of the Company ; for had not thefe fuccefles 
happened, they would have been bankrupt, t The General faid, 
that the poffeffions of the Company were in a much fuperior 
ftate of c<iltivation to thofe of any Nabob in the country. 

Mr. Francis! sir, 1 mud beg leave to fubmit a Ihoit 
obfervation to the Committee, on a topic dated and indded on 
by the honourable gentleman who fpoke lad, as well as by others 
on fermcr occafions. I have heard it aflerted In favour of the 
Company's government in India, that the provinces under their 
management are infinitely better governed, and the people in- 
finitely happier, than they are or ever were in the countries 
fubjeft to the native princes ; and of the truth of this propo- 
fition, the miferable fituaiion of the dominions and fubjeds of 
the Nabob of Oude and of the Nabob of the Carnatic, is 
dated as an evidence and an example. Sir, I do not mean to 
contend, that nothing worfe than the Britifli government is to 
be found in India. No pofitive merit is acknowledged by 
that concelfion. But I deny that the comparifon dated, between 
the condition of our provinces and thofe of the Princes, who 
have been mentioned, is fair, or at all in point. If properly 
confidered, it is evidence on my fide. The fair and true com- 
parifon lies, not with countries governed in faS by us, and in 
which the authority of the prince is purely nominal, but with thofe 
which really enjoy a native government, independent of our 
influence. In the former, I well know, that the odenfible 
authority of the Nabobs, whom we appoint or fupport, is no- 
thing but an inftrument in the hands of Britiih avarice, adiing 
then without diame or redraint, becaufe all its operations are 
concealed and flieltercd under the diadaw of a thing, which 
(does not cxid. This fort of double government, know, in 
which the real power adls by delegation, and fkulks behind a 
pretended native government, is, of all others, the mod pro- 
fligate, the mod abandoned, and the mod pernicious to man- 
kind. But do you think you can dand a comparifon with ahy 
of the Indian Governments, which are real *and^ effedlive ? 
with that of Tippoo Sultan, for example, that barbarous ty- 
rant Tippoo Sultan, whofe whole country was full of people, 
and cultivatecLlike a garden ; and who, in the courfe of an un- 
fortunate war, wis never deferted by one of his fubjc£ts ? I 
VoL. XXXV. Oo 
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believe, §ir| we had better be filent on this fubjeft. A juft 
and fair comparifon with the real Indian Governments will 
do us no fort of honour. 

^ Mr. DUNDAS faid, that the provinces in the pOiTeilion 
and under the management of the Eaft-India Compaiiy, com- 
pared with thofe of any independent Prince in India, were 
perfeft gardens in point of cultivation. With fefpeft to his 
letter to the Directors, it was written in anfwer to one he re- 
ceived, which had not been primed ; and he infifted, that 
what he had faid in that letter correfponded exadlly with 
what he had all along faid upon the fubjedl, that independent 
of an exclufivc charter, the revenues and the ftate of the 
Company would enable them to divide ten per cent, and to 
pay be Ode 500,000!. to the country. 

Colonel MACLEOD requefted to know whether any 
thing would be done for the officers, of whom he had before 
made mention ? 

Mr. DUNDAS anfwercd, that he ftiould certainly wait 
till the arrival of Lord Cornwallis, before he fliould adppt 
any decifive line of conduct on the matter inqueftion. 

Mr. Dundas then moved the firft rcfolution ; and thp 
Chairman having reported progrefs, leave was given that the 
Committee fliould fit again on Monday next. 

Mr. HOBART brought up the report of the Committee 
of the whole Houfe on the Vote of Credit bill, which, with 
certain amendments, was ordered to be engrofled: 

In a Committee of the whole Houfe upon the Tobacco 
Duties, a refolution, moved by Mr. Ryder, was agreed to, 
and the report ordered to be received to-morrow. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

fVedneJday, 24/A April. 

After much private bufinefs was difpofed of, 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that in confequcnce of the 
cmbarrafTments of feveral commercial houfes, applications 
had been made to him for the purpofe of concerting means 
to fupport thef credit of thofe who might be embarrailed, and 
who could prove that their inability to difeharge the demands 
made upon them arofe from temporary circumftaftces ^nd un« 
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fbrefeen accidents. He rofe now chiefly for the purpofe of 
•giving notice, that he fhould bring forward this fubjedt to- 
morrow ; but from the manner in which he Ihould propofe 
the meafure, he did not apprehend that any debate would ne- 
ccflarily arlTe ; for he fliould Only propofe a Sele£l Committee 
to be chofen, and he believed they would, without much 
delay, be able to make a report upon which the Houfe might 
afterwards fafely proceed. He obferved, however, that 
having attentively confidered this fubjeS, and having had, as 
he believed, the beft information on it, he could not help 
thinking that it would be found that many perfons in trade 
and commercial dealings had failed to difeharge the demands 
upon them, not from want of a folid capital, but from the 
natural confequcnces of a check on circulation of credit, in 
time to meet a temporary preflurc which Angular circum- 
ftanccs had produced, and that time being given, with 
temporary aid, thefe parties would be found to be ultimately 
folvent. He fhould not have to trouble the Houfe to-irior- 
row at any confiderable length upon this fubjedl, becaufe 
the Committee would be the beft means of maturing it for 
the confideration and difculTion of the Houfe. 

The bill to relieve the inhabitants of Hamlingford, in the 
county of Warwick, from the charges arifing out of the fums 
recovered by certain individuals who fuffered from the riots 
in Birmingham, was read a firft time. On the queftion for 
the fecond reading, 

Mr. TAYLOR faid, he expefted that many objeflions 
would be made to this bill by perfons better entitled to the 
attention of the Houfe than himfelf ; if they fhould not, he 
Ihould urge what appeared to him obje£rionable to the billon 
the fecond reading. 

The Vote of Credit bill for one million and a half was 
read a third time, and pafled. 

The LORD AD VOC ATE of SCOTLAND moved for- 
leave to bring in a bill to render the payment of creditors in 
that part of Great Britain called Scotland, more equal and 
expeditious. Granted. 

Sir JOHN ROUS moved for leave to bring in a bill to 
exempt la|)ourcfs in hufbandry in England, who do not oc* 

O a 
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cupy the value of 4I. per annum, from the duty of working 
upon the highway, and for regulating the mode of the Sur- 
veyor’s giving notice when the labourers will be wanted. 

. Leave was given, and the Houfe adjourned. 

Thurfday^ 0,ph April, 

The LORD ADVOCATE of SCOTLAND brought 
in a bill for requiring a certain form of oath, abjuration, and 
declaration from perfons profelling the Roman Catholic reli- 
gion in Scotland, which was read a firft titnc, and orddted to 
be printed, and to be read a fecond time on Tuefday next. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that as an objeft of great im- 
portance was about to occupy the attention of the Houfe, he 
ihould not at prefent enter at large on the fubjeft of commer- 
cial credit, the ftate of which would require ferious confide- 
tation. The propofltions he (Iiould fubmit to the Houfe on 
this fubjed, he thought likewife had better be poftponed till 
^ the bufincTs had been examined by a Committee, which, on 
're/Ie<£lion, he thought the bcil mode of proceeding. He 
therefore moved, That a feled Committee of fifteen be 
** appointed, to take into confideration the prefent (late of 

commercial credit, and to report their opinion and obfer- 
** vationsupon it.” 

A Committee was then appointed agreeably to the motion. 

Mr. SHERIDAN now rofe, and faid, that the motion 
which he (hould have the honour of fubmitting to the Houfe, 
was one that not only involved the charadler of the right ho- 
nourable gentleman (the Chancellor of the Exchequer) and 
the whole of His Majefty’s Minifters, but alfo the charafter 
of the Britilh nation, and therefore was of the highefl im- 
portance. It had in view that of calling for an explanation 
of ihc real intent, nature, purpofe, and objeft of the war in 
which we were now engaged. Such was the defeription of 
the motion with which he fhould preface his addrefs to the 
Houfe. In the courfe of the difcuflions which had taken 
place on the prefent war, on one fubjeA there had been a 
concufrence of opinion, what difference foever fubfiffed on 
others. That the inercafing power and ambitious views of 
France (hould be refifted, and our allies protedted, was una- 
njipoufly agreed to. On the fubjefl of Ac war, three diffe-*^ 

X 



A* 1793. DEBATE ag 

rent opinions had occurred ; the firft thought if a war' of ne^ 
cefTKy, but limited as to ks objeds. The fecoiid, in ^duch 
he claiTed, thought that no Adminiftratioii ihould permit the 
independence of this country to be in danger from the exor- 
bitant jpower of France^ or the rights of our allies tabe in- 
vaded 4 yet thinking the fecurity of this country, and indem- 
nification to Holland might have been obtained by negocia- 
tion, they thought the yv^r, at the period it occurred, not ne- 
tyflary. A third clafs viewed the power of France as'much 
lefs pernicious than the principles (lie had adopted, and ab- 
horring the condu£l of tbofe in authority there, thought ven- 
geance and extermination to thofe men and thofe principles 
were objects which this country was bound in interell; and 
duty to purfue. He, and others with whom he had the ho- 
nour and pleafure to agree, had endeavoured to draw from 
thofe gentlemen fomething like a definition of the extent to 
which their principles would or might lead them ; but from 
all the difcuflion which took place upon thatfubjed, nothing 
like an explanation was given upon that point. This day, 
however, he was determined to put that fubje^l to the teft, 
and he (hould maintain that Minifters had abandoned the 
principles of the war, upon which alone they had the aflift- 
ance of the moderate, and the general concurrence of the 
country, and tlie only principle they themfelves were fond of 
profefling, namely, to keep faith with our allies, to check 
the aggrandizement of France, and to preferve the fafety of 
this country. If in entering upon this fiibjed: any gentlemaa 
expelled that he (hould be brought to pledge himfelf in the 
lead degree with refpe£l to the principles or the politics of 
the noble Lord (Auckland), or that he {hoij|ld be influenced 
by any confiderations with regard to that nobleman, fuch a 
gentleman would certainly be difappointed ; for he mud 
frankly declare, that perfonally againft him, or any other 
perfon iit Adminiflration, he had no ill will, but at the fame 
time he had no helitation in faying, that he did not rcfpe£i or. 
efteem the man ; he would fay no more upon that fubjed, 
for a reafon always conclufive with him, becaufe he was not 
prefent ; all, therefore, he (hould (ay of him, he be^ed to 
be underftood as fpeaking of His Majefty’s Mintftcriat the 
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Hague. In this view, he muft fay, that he difapproved of 
every memorial that noble Lord had fet his name to, from 
the iirft difturbiances in France, down to the ftgning that of 
the {th of the prefent month, upon which the motion he 
Ihould conclude with would be founded. All he wa§ con- 
cerned in was marked by a fort of officious oftentation, which 
ill became the character he ought to reprefent; Inftead of the 
moderate language of a Minifter, deftrous to (hew that he 
was only an AmbaiTador, he appeared always in the ftyle of 
a Viceroy, whofe bufmefs it was to didate and command. 
The paper with which he announced the war with France 
was of this haughty, arrogant ftyle, in which he called the 
National Ailembly of France milcreants. Such language, 
Mr. Sheridan faid, was not only improper, but, under the 
circumftahees of the cafe, inexcufable ; it was not the efted 
of an overpowering warmth, which frequently accompanied 
the animation of debate ; they were the coo],' colleded words 
of an Ambaflador, who ought to have refleded that he repre- 
iented His Majefty of Great Britain, and the people of Eng- 
land, both of whom, he was fure, would be afhamed of fuch 
expreftions ; fuch expreflions could anfwcr no good purpofe ; 
neither our foldiers nor our failors would enlift the fooner, or 
fig^t the better for it i and the people of this country ought 
not to be fuppofed to agree to ufe harfli words againft any 
others who had the diredion of the public force of a nation, 
ftilllefs that they could inftrud their Ambaflador to be abluf- 
terer : fuch condud would be difgraceful and ignominious. 
Here, to illuftrate this point, Mr. Sheridan made a quota- 
tign from Vatel, on the La«v of Nations, who fays, that for 
nations at war it is necelTary to obferve, that they ought to 
abllain from all harfli expreflions of hatred, animofity, or 
contempt of each other, &:c. This, he faid, appeared to him 
to contain fo good and neceflary a leflbn to Lord Auckland, 
diatin the next difpatches a copy of it ought to be fent him. 
With regard to the particular paper of the 5th of April, he 
objededto it not only on account of its particular indecency, 
but alfo on account of its openuig and'difclofing a new prin- 
.«ple for carrying on the war ; a principle hitherto in this 
country entirely without foundation. The firft uanlUtion 
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from the French dated, ** That fome of thcfe detejRsible rcgl- 
cides arc now in fuch a fituation, that they can he fubjeded 
to the fvvord of the law.*’ But from that which was now 
upon the table, a new colour was attempted to be given tq the 
fentence, by faying “ liable to be fubje£lcd to the fword of the 
law;** this, hejTard, was not warranted by the original; for 
the plain fenfe of the fentence was, that thcfe perfons might 
be facrificc’*!, becaufc they were in the hands of the Dutch.—? 
Again, the paper dated a recital of a former declaration, that 
His Britannick Majefty and their High Mightinefles would 
not fail to p<irfue the mod efficacious meafures to prevent the 
perfons, who might themfclves be guilty of fo atrocious a 
crime, from finding any afylum in their refpedlive dates. — 
To which the Dutch gave anfwer, that they will refufc any 
afylum to fuch perfons ; that they will drive them away ; but 
not one word about putting them to death. The war was de- 
clared on the 2id of January, and there the matter reded till 
the 5th of April, and for what rcafon ? Bccaufe it was not until 
this time the Commiffioners of the Convention came into cuf- 
tody. It was only then nccedary to fay, that thcfe .regicides 
fhould be fubjeiled to the fvvord of the law, which was, in 
other words, that they fhould be put to death. If Miniders 
faid they gave no inllru^lions for this, he faid he fliould be per- 
feflly fatished, and very glad to hear it ; becaufe then the na- 
tion would be refeued, and the infamy would only fall upon 
the individual. The noble Lord proceeded to date in his Me- 
morial, that the divine vengeance feemed not to have been 
tardy ; upon this he had only to obferve, that we were en- 
gaged in a war, which for our fafety we had purfued, to the 
accomplilhment of its originally avowed objeft ; and with re- 
fpc£l to the divine vengeance, from motives of refpe£i, deco- 
rum, and piety, we ought to be filent. The Memorial was 
as follows : 

MEMORIAL prefeoted on the f;th of this month by the Britifli and 
Imperial Miniders to the States Genci^. 

Hauts et PuilTans Seigneurs, 

11 eft connu que, vers la fin du moss de Septembre de Tannee der* 
niirc, S« M. Britannique & V. H. P. ont donne de concert Paflu- 
ra^ce folemnclle, que dans le cas, ou le danger imminent aui me- 
pa96it dis*lorf les jours de L. M. Tr^s-Chretiennes & de leur 
fnille fe*realifat, S. M. & L, H. P« na manqueroient pM de prenr 
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ire lea nefum les plus efficaces, pour empicber quo lea perfonnes 
qui le feroient renducs coupabies d*une crime auffi atroce, ne trou« 
iralTentaucunafyle dans Icurs ^tacs refpec^fs. Cet evenement, qu’on 
preflentotent avec horreury a eu lieu ; & la vengeance Divine parole 
se s’^trepas long^tcms fait attendre* Quelques^unsdeces deteitables 
regicides font deja dans le cas de pouvoir etre foumis au^laive de 
lalou Les autres font encore au milieu dupcuple, qu*ilsontplonge 
dans unabimede maux, 8t auquel le famine, I’anarchie & la guerre 
civile preparent de nouvelles calamitcs. £nlin, tout ce que nous 
voyons arriver, concourt a nous faire regarJer comme prochaine la 
fin de CCS malhcurcux, dont la dcmence & les ntrocites ont penetre 
d’epouvante $c d’indignation tous ceux qui tiennent aux principe* do 
religion, de moral & d’humanite. 

En confequcnce, les Souffignes foumettent au jugement cclairc & 
d la fageiTe de Vos Hautes-PuilTanccs, ii dies ne trouveroient pas 
convenable d^cmploycr tons les moyens qui font en leur pouvoir, 

r >ur defendre I’entiec dc leurs Etats en Europe ou de leurs Colonics 
tous ceux des Meinbrcs de la foi-difante Convention Nationale, ou 
du pretendu Confeil Exec Jtif, qui ont pris part, direftcment ou indi- 
redicment, audit crime, &c s’ils etoient decouverts 6c arretes, de les 
faire livrer entre les mains de la jullice pour fervir de le 9 on Sc d*cx* 
cinpleau genre humain. 

Fait a la Haye^ ce 

i ^vril^ 1793 . 

(Signe) Auckland, 

Louis C. dk Stakhembexg» 

Teanslation* 

High and Mighty Lords, 

It is known that towards the end of the month of September, laft 
year. His Britannic Majcdy and Your High MightineiTes gave, in 
conceit, a folemn ailurancc, that in cafe the imminent danger which 
then threatened the lives of their MoftChriftian Majefties, and their 
ftmilyi fhould be realifed, His Majefty and Your High MightineiTes 
would not fail to take the mod efficacious mcafurcs to prevent the per- 
fons who might render themfelves guilty of fo atrocious a crime from 
finding any afylum in your refpcd’ive dominions. This event, which 
Was fbrefeen with horror, has taken place, and the Divine vengeance 
feems not to have been tardy. Some of theft detejiable regicides are 
already in fuch a Jituaiion that they may be fubje^ed to the fiuord of the 
krvo. The reft are dill in the midd of a people whom they have 
plunged into an abyfs of evils, and for whom famine, anarchy, and 
civil war are preparing new calamities. In ihort, every thing that 
we fee happen, induces us to coniidcr as at hand the end of thefe 
wretches, whofc madnefs and atrocities have filled with terror and 
indignation all thofe who refpeftthe principles of religion, morality, 
and humanity. 

The Underfigned, therefore, fubmit to the enlightened judgement 
andwifdom of Your High MightineiTes, whether it would not be 
proper to cmjploy all the means in your power to prohibit from en- 
tering yoiilr States in Eur^, or your Colonics, all thofe Member^ 
f?f the jblf-titlcd National Convention, or of the pretentled Executive 
CoiincSlf who havei^ dir^ly or indirectly, participated in the iai4 
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cTime ; and if they fl)ould be difeovered and arrefted, to deliver them 
up to juilice, that they may ferve as a leifon and example to man* 
kind. 

Done at the Hague, this 
^th of April, 1793. 

(^gned) Auckland, 

Louis C. de Starhemberg. 

[The tranilation above given is the fame with that originally inferted 
in moft of the newfpapers ; from which the tranflation prefented 
tef the Houfc of Commons differs, by fubftiruting for the fentence 
printed in italics — ^ome of thefe detefahh regicides are already in the 
cafe to he liable to he fuhje^ed to the fxord of the lavo — and for 
wretches, Malheureux, unhappy perfons.] 


Thefe men were delivered up by the treachery of Dumou- 
rier, and Lord Auckland recommended to the Dutch, that 
they might be murdered and aflaflinated. He wifhed to know 
if it was poflible for a more horrid principle to be entertained, 
or one, if followed up, more likely to be attended witli more 
horrid confequenccs. Could vve fuppofc that the French 
would not retaliate ? What then would refult, a general maf- 
facrc of all prifoners of war. Such fentiments were odious to 
any man pofleffing the lead feeling of humanity. The fate of 
thofc people it feemed was to be a leflbn and example to man- 
kind. He was fiire the people of this country detefted fuch 
lelfons and examples. It reminded him of a proclamation re- 
commending the extermination of America during that war, 
and while the noble Lord (Auckland) was commiffioner there, 
and to which there was a very fenfible proteft, which was fup- 
pofed to be the produftion of a right honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Burke) now in the Houfe. This was drawn after the 
able fpceches of Mr. Fox, Mr. Powys, and others in that 
Houfe, and the Duke of Grafton and Duke of Richmond in the 
other, and was figncd by a great number of the firft perfons in 
this country. This proteft admirably explained the fatal effeds 
of attempting the deftrudion or difmemberment of an empire. 
Here Mr. Sheridan read the proteft, and then obferved, that 
he Wifhed this alfo to be fent in the next difpkchcs to Lord 
Auckland. But again to return to the paper of the 5th of 
April, Mr. Sheridan faid, he objeded to it for a reafon which 
was independent of the general ground he had already ftaled ; 
it was tAat of declaring all peace with the people of France ut- 
tcflwunaltaiinable. njintil Kn* rll 



PARLIAMENTARY 


390 


A. 1793. 


the defire of th6 combined powcrsi a certain form of Govern- 
ment to France, Were we, he afked, at war with the nation 
of France at this moment ? If the principle on which we 
proceeded to the war was followed, he would fay; that we 
were not at war with the nation of France. The objed we 
profelTed to have in view was accompliflied ; and we {hould 
negociate with thofe who had the dire6\ion of the public force. 
Of what ufe was it for us to call their armies a banditti of 
robbers, and their mariners pirates ? at lad we mud negociate 
with them, or go the length of deftroying them altogether ; a 
fruitlefs and a vain attempt. Was it the objed, or was it 
not, of this war, on our part, toafliftthe confpiracy to diftate 
a form of Government to France, or totally to deftroy the 
whole nation ? He wanted a plain explicit anfwer. Let the 
Minider fpcak fairly out upon that fubjed. The people of 
England ought to know what were the views of the Minidcr 
upon this war^ and to what extent it was to be carried, that 
they might not be proceeding under a deliidon. Suppofing 
we had gained our original purpolc, he wanted to know how 
peace was to be obtained, without negociation with thofe who 
have the cxercifc of Government. If we countenanced the 
memorial of Lord Auckland, we fhould fay, that the whole 
National Convention — all the Members of the di(lri£ls — in 
Ihort, about eight or nine millions of people, muft be put to 
death, before we can negociate for peace. Suppofing that we 
were to join the confpiracy to di£late a form of Government 
to France, he then (hould wifli to know what fort of Govern- 
ment it was that we were to infift on. Were we to take the 
form of it from that exercifed by the Emperor — or that of the 
King of Prudia — or was It to be formed by the lady who fo 
mildly condu£led the affairs of Ruflia— or were they all to lay 
their heads together, and, by the alliffance of the Pope, dic- 
tate a form of Government to France r Were the French to 
have a Conftitution, fuch as the right honourable gentleman 
Mr« Burke was likely to applaud? Indeed he feared, that this 
Was not yet fettled, and thpre were various fpecimens of what 
had been already thought of by different powers. There were 
two manifeftoes of the Prince of Cobourg, the one piomifed the 
form of Government chofen by themfelves, in which they 

agreed to have a monarchyf and afterwards in. the courfe of 
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four days, this protnife was retraced in confeqoence of the 
acceflion of Damouricr to the confederacy — what would the 
right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) fay if they ihould not 
give the French the form of the Conflitution of Pobiid, or 
would he content himfelf with fayingp they ought not to have 
fuch a conditution ? He believed that neither the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, nor any of Kis fupporters, would fay any 
thixjg at prefent upon that fubje£l. It appeared howeve^ 
fomewhat myflerious, perhaps, that after the congrefs at Ant- 
werp, in which Great Britain was not unreprefented, that the 
intention of the combined powers had altered, and that a much 
more fanguinary mode was to be purfued againft France than 
had been before intended, and perhaps the time might come 
when the parties might follow the example fet by the manifeflo 
of the Duke of Brunfwick, and affirm that thefe were threats 
which were not intended to be carried into execution. But 
this was not the way to amufe us. The people of England 
would not long be content to remain in the dark as to the ob- 
je£t of the war. Again he muff a(k what was the objeft of 
the war t Again he muff a(k what was the objc£k of our pur* 
fuit in conjunflion with the other powers againft France? 
Was it to reffore the ancient tyranny and defpotifm of that 
nation ? This would pleafe fome people, he knew, particularly 
emigrants, but nothing would iJe fo hateful to the people of 
this country, or any other where there exifted the Icaft love of 
freedom ; nor could any thing be more deftruflive to the tran* 
quillity and happinefs of Europe. Were we to join Dumou- 
rier in a declaration not to reft until we had put to death thofe 
deteftable regicides, calling themfelvcs philofophers, and all 
the mifereants who had deffroyed all lawful authority in 
France? If we were, he would venture to fay, this would 
be a war for a purpofe entirely new in the hiffory of mankind, 
and as it was called a war of vengeance, he muff fay, that we 
arrogated to ourfclves a right which belonged to the Divinity, 
to whom alone vengeance ought to be left. If the Minifter 
faid, that on our part there was nointention to interfere in the 
internal Government of France; he muff then alk what were 
the views of the other powers, with whom we now %£led in 
concept agdinll France. W as it to make a partition of France, 
as th^ did of Poland! or (hould he be told, that as far as re- 
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gardcd the affairs of France under the prefent power, he was 
talking of none who ought to be mentioned as a people ; that 
the Sans Culottes were too contemptible a race to be mentioned ; 
he would fay, he meant to alk what was to become of the 
whole nation of France ? If he was told that it was impoflible 
* for the crowned heads, afting in concert upon this great occa- 
fion, to have any but juft and honourable views, he would 
anfwer that the fubjeft was of too much magnitude to be al- 
lowed to pafs in fuch a manner, and in his fufpicions he ivas 
juftified by the example, and fortified by the obfervation of an 
honourable gentleman (Mr, jenkinfon) wdih rcfpcfl: to the fa- 
ther of the prefent Emperor, that no man ought to take his 
word for one hour. No material alteration, he believed, had 
taken place in the views of that Court fince the death of that 
Prince, nor of others in the prefent confederacy. Were W'C to 
forget that the King of Prullia encouraged the Brabanteis to 
revolt, and then left them to their fate r W ere we to forget the 
recent conduft with refpeft to Poland? Were wc to forget 
the taking of Dantzic and Thorn! Indeed he thought, that 
thofe who every day told us in pompous language, of the ne- 
ceftity there was for Kings, and of the fervicc they did to the 
caufe of humanity ; they Ihould at lead have fpared the Public 
the pain of thinking of ihefe fubjccls, by not entering into the 
views of that unnatural confederacy. Indeed it was impoilible 
for him to difmifs the confidcration of Poland, without ad- 
verting to an eloquent paflage in the work of a right honour- 
able gentleman, who was an cmhiifiaftic admirer of the late 
revolution there. Here Mr. Sheridan quoted the following 
paffage of Mr. Burke s Appeal from the Old to the New 
Whigs : 

Tiic Hate of Poland was fuch, that there could fcarccly exift two 
^opinions, but that a reformation of its conflitution, even at fome ex- 
pcnce of blood, might be feen without much difappmbation. No 
confufion could be feared in fuch an enterprife; bccaufc the eftab- 
lifliment to be reformed was itfelf a IJaie of confufion. A King 
without authority; nobles without union or fubordination ; a 
people without arts, induftry, commerce, or liberty; no order 
within; no defence without ; no efFc(ftivc public force, but a foreign 
force, which entcreJ a naked country at will, and difpofedof every 
thing at pleafure. Here was a ftate of things which feemed to invite 
and might perhaps juftify bold enterprife and defperate experimentf 
But in what manner was this chaos brought into order ? The gieana 
were as ibriking to the imagination, as fatisfa^tory to the reafon^ 
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and foothing to the moral fentimcnts. In contenrplating that 
change, humanity has cvcrv thing to rejoice and to glory in ; no- 
thing to be afliamcd of, notKing to juffer. So far as it has gone, it 
probably is the moft pure and defecated public good which ever hat 
been conferred on mankind. We have feen anarchy and fervitude 
at onceVetnoved ; a throne flrcngthcncd for the protertion of the 
people, without trenching on their liberties ; all foreign cabal ba- 
nifiied, by changing the Crown from elective to hereditary ; and 
what was a matter of plcafing wonder, we have feen a reigning 
King, from an heroic love, to his country, exerting himfelf with all 
the toil, the dexterity, the management, the intrigue, in favour of 
a lamily of ftrangers, with which ambitious men labour for the ag- 
grandilcment of their own. Ten millions of men in a way of being 
freed gradually, and therefore fafely to thcralelvcs and the flate, 
not from civil or political chains, which, bad as they are, only 
fetter the mind, but ironi fubftantial perlbnal bondage. Inhabitants 
of cities, before without privileges, placed in the contideration 
which belongs to that improved and connecting lituation of focial 
life. One of the moil proud, numerous, and fierce bodies of no- 
bility and gentry ever known in the world, arranged only in the 
foremoft rank of free and generous citizens. Not one man incurred 
lofs, or fuftered degradation. All, from the King to the day-la- 
bourer, were improved in their condition. Every thing was kept 
in its place and order ; but in that place and order every thing was 
bettered. To add to this happy wonder (this unheard-of conjunc- 
tion of wifdom and fortune) not one drop of blood w^as fpilled ; no 
treachery ; no outrage ; no fyllem of ilander more cruel than the 
fword ; no ilurdicd infults on religion, morals, or manners ; no 
fpoil ; no confifeation ; no citizen beggared ; none imprifoned ; 
none exiled : the whole was effedled wdth a policy, a diferetion, an 
unanimity and fecrccy , fuch as have never been before known on any 
occafion ; but fuch wonderful conduct was referved for this glorious 
confpiracy in favour of the true and genuine rights and interefis of 
men. Happy people, if they know' to proceed as they have begun ! 
Happy Prince, worthy to begin with fplendor, or to clofc with 
glory, a race of patriots and of Kings : and to leave 

A name, which every wind to heav'n would bear. 

Which men to Ipeak, and angels joy to hear. 

To finifli all — this great good, as in the inllant it is, contains in it 
the feeds of all farther improvement ; and may be confidered as in 
a regular progrefs, becaufe founded on fimilar principles, towards 
the liable excellence of a Britilli Conllitution. 

Here was a matter for congratulation and for feftive remembrance 
through ages. Here moralifts and divines might indeed relax in 
their temperance to exhilarate their humanity. 

Such, Mr. Sheridan faid, was the defeription which the 
right honourable gentleman gave to that revolution ; was it to 
be fuppofed, that he would afterwards fay, that this ought to 
have been trgimpled upon and deftroyed, or fliould fufFer fuch 
an eveift to happen^ and never utter a word upon the fubjed $ 
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lie did not think that Monarchs of the prefent day had fulfilled 
the promifes that fome perfons had made, and which had been 
expeded from them, fo that their names might be handed 
down to pofterity as a glorious example of integrity and juf- 
tke 1 With refped to the future views of thediSerent powers, 
they might bed be conje^ured by W'hat had already happened. 
The Emprefs of Ruflia, upon the flneerity of whofe motives, 
and integrity of wiiofe a£lions, there could be no doubt, pre- 
vious to the attack on Poland, among other things in her ma- 
nifefto, faid by her Mioifter — 

** From thefe confiderations. Her Imperial Majedy, my 
** moft gracious miflrefs, as well to indemnify herfelf for her 
** many loiTes, as for the future fafety of her Ennpire and the 
*' Polifh dominions, and for the cutting off at once, for ever, 
. all future difturbances and frequent changes of Government, 
** has been pleafed now to take under her fway, and to unite 
** forever to her Empire, the following tracts of land, with 
** all their inhabitants.” 

This was the language for which the confederates were to 
juftify periiaps the future taking under their fway, and uniting 
for ever to their empire, part of the dominions of France.-^ 
We had heard much of the abominable fydem of affiliation 
adopted by the French ; but this was a Ruffian impartial affilia- 
tion, and no doubt the confederate powers approved of it.-^ 
In like manner will they affiliate all France, if they can. So 
will they England, when they have it in their power ; and he 
was forry to fay, that if we joined in that infamous confederacy, 
and the people agreed to it, England would deferve to be fo 
treated. The Emprefs then proceeded to (late what fhe ex- 
posed for the favour (he had conferred — 

Her Imperial Majeily expefls from the gratitude of her 
“ new fubjeds, that* they, being placed by her bounty on an 
equality with Ruffians, (hall, in return, transfer their love 
of their former country to the new one, and live in future 
** attached to fb great and generous an Emprefs.” — 

On an equality with Ruffia ! This was a glorious equality, 
liable to be font to Siberia with other Ruffian (laves. For this 
mighty favour they were to transfer^ as naturally might be 
expelled, the whole lovethej' had for their native 'country, to 
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Ruflia, their nev7 and happy land->-for the fame Mtaiftor of 
this equitable and generous Emprefs proceeded to fay^ 

** I, therefore, now inform every perfon, from the higheft 
to the lowed, that, within one month, they muft take the 
oath of allegiance before the witnefles whom I (hall appoint ; 
and if any of the gentlemen, or other ranks pofTefling real 
or immoveable property, regardlefs of their own intereft^ 
** ^ould refufe to take the oath prefcribed, three months are 
** allowed for the fale of their immoveables, and their free 
‘‘ departure over the borders<f after the expiration of which 
** term, all their remaining property (hall be confifcated to the 
** Crown.’* 

Really after fuch fpecimens, one would have fuppofed, but 
for the well-known character of the Council of thefe confede- 
rate powers, they were aSuatcd by madncTs, or they would 
not thus think of infulting the feelings of human nature. — 
But this was not all ; mere gratitude was not enough— an 
oath, it feemed, mud be taken, for— 

** The Clergy, both high and low, as padors of their 
flocks, are expeded to fet the example in taking the oath ; 
and in the daily fcrvicc in their churches, they mud pray 
for her Imperial Majcdy, for her fucceflbr the Great Duke 
Paul Petrov! tz, and for all the Imperial family, according 
“ to the formula which (hall be given them.” 

Here again there was evidence of a great and good mind, 
for this pious Emprefs was determined, that perjury (hould be 
very general in her dominions, and that the example (hould be 
fet by the Clergy ! — Mr. Sheridan then proceeded %b take no- 
tice of the conduct of the great and good King of Pruflia with 
refpe^t to Dantzic, as fpecified in what he called his reafon 
for taking polTedion of part of Poland with his military forces. 

** It would certainly militate againd the iirft rules of a found 
policy, as well as the duties incumbent on us for the pre- 
fervation of tranquillity in our date, if, in fuch a (late of 
things in a neighbouring great kingdom, we rem^tlned in- 
‘‘ a£live fpe£lators, and (hould wait for the period when the 
** fa6lion feel themfelves drong enough to appear in public ; 
by which our own neighbouring provinces would be expofed 
to fowerar dangers, by the confequcnces of the anarchy on 
our frontiers. 



296 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

We have, therefore, in conjundlion with her Majefty 
the Emprefs of Ruflia, and with the aflent of His Majefty 
** the Roman Emperor, acknowledged, that the fafety of our 
ftatcs did require, to fet to the Republic of Poland fuch 
boundaries which are more compatible*^ with her interior 
ftrength and fituation, and to facilitate her the means of 
procuring without prejudice of her liberty, a well ordained, 
and adive form of Government, of maintaining herfelP in 
the undifturbed enjoyment of the fame, and preventing by 
thefe means the difturbances which have fo often (haken her 
** own tranquillity, and endangered the fafety of her neigh- 
hours. 

In order to attain this end, and to preferve the republic of 
Poland from the dreadful confcquences which mult be the 
refult of her internal divifion, and to refeue her from her 
** utter ruin, but chiefly to withdraw her inhabitants from the 
horrors of the deftrudlive dodlrine which they arc but too 
prone to follow ; there is, according to our thorough per- 
*** fuafion, to which alfo her Majefty, the Emprefs of all the 
Ruflias, accedes in the moft perfedl congruity wdth our in- 
tentions and principles, no other means, except to incor- 
porate her frontier provinces into our States, and for this 
purpofe immediately to take pofleflion of the fame, and to 
prevent, in time, all misfortunes which might arife from 
the continuance of the reciprocal difturbances. 

Wherefore, we have rcfolvcd, with the aflent of her 
** Ruffian Majefty, to take pofleflion of the above-mentioned 
** diftridls of Poland, and alfo of the cities of Dantzic and 
Thorn, to the end of incorporating them to our State. 

‘‘ We herewith publicly announce our firm and unfliaken 
<< refolution, and expedl that the Polifli nation will very foon 
** aflemble in the Diet, and adopt the neceflary meafures to 
‘‘ the end of fettling things in an amicable manner, and of 
obtaifring the falutary end of fecuring to the republic of 
Poland an undifturbed peace, and preferving her inhabi* 
tants from the terrible oonfequences of anarchy. At the 
fame time we exhort the States and inhabitants oL the di- 
ilridls and towns which we have taken poflefltpn of, as al- 
ready mentioned, both in a gracious and ferious manner, 
not to oppofe our commanders and troops,' ordered for that 
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“ purpofc, but rather traftably to fubmit to our Government, 

and acknowledge us from this day forward, as their lawful 
** King and Sovereign, to behave like loyal and obedient 
** fubjedls, and to renounce all connexion with the Crown qf 
“ Poland/’ 

Now, ^after this, Mr. Sheridan faid, he wiftied to know whe- 
ther arty robbery that had been committed by the mod defpe- 
rate of the French, or whether any of their afts, were more in- 
farrmus than this ? Of what confequence was it to any maq 
whether he was plundered by a man with a white feather in 
his hat, or by one with a nightcap on his head ? He faid, that 
if there could be any difference, the folemnity with which the 
thing was done was an aggravation of the infult. The poorer 
fort of the French could plead diftrefs, and could alfo fay that 
they had endured the hardfhips, the toils, and the perils of a 
w^'nter campaign. But here was nothing but a naked robbery, 
without any part taken in the calamity w^hich gave birth to it. 
He had alluded to thefe things merely for the purpofc of giving 
the Minifter an opportunity of difapproving of them : he hoped 
he fliould not hear the principle avowed. Crowned heads, he 
thought, were at prefent led by fome fatal infatuation to de- 
grade themfclves and injure mankind. But fome, it feems, 
regard any atrocity in monarchs, as if it had loil its nature by 
not being committed by low and vulgar agents. A head with 
a crown, and a head with a nightcap, totally altered the mo- 
ral quality of aftions — robbery was no longer robbery — and 
death, inflifled by a head w ielding a pike or fwaying a feepter, 
was branded as murder or regarded as innocent. This w^js a 
fatal principle to mankind, and monftrous in the extreme. He 
had lamented early the change of political fentiments in thisr 
country which indifpofed Englifhmen to the caufe of liberty. 
The worft part of the Revolution in France is, that they have 
difgraced the caufc they pretended to fupport : however, none, 
he was perfuaded, would deny that it was highly expedient to 
know the extent of our alliance with powers who had adted fo 
recently in the manner he had reprefented, and to have the ob- 
jedl of our purfuit in this war dilUndly known.. The Mi- 
nifter may perhaps in future come down to the Houfe and fay 
he is forry, but it has become highly neceifary to interfere with 
the power of Britain farther, as the crowned ladies and gen- 
VoL. XXXV. an 
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tlemen of Europe cannot agree about the partition of France^ 
or that fuch a difpontion is about to take place^ that we (hall 
be worfe off than if we had let France remain as it was. 
Thofe who feared the attachment of men to French principles, 
argued wrong ; from the effeft of the experiment tl^cy would 
never be popular ; nothing but crimes and mifery was the re- 
fult of ail the accounts from that country. If the peafant had 
been reprefented happy and contented, dancing in his vineyard, 
furrounded with a profperous and innocent family — if fuck ac- 
counts had come, their principles would have been gladly re- 
ceived ; at prefent we hear of nothing but want and carnage — 
very unattrafting indeed. More danger, he thought, arofe 
from a blind attachment to power, which gains fecurity from 
the many evils abounding in France. On the fame principle 
that Pruflia divided Poland, he contended, they might aft here. 
They declared a prevalence of PVench principles exilled in Po- 
land : His Majelly's proclamation alfcrts the fame here, and is 
therefore, in this fenfc, an invitation to come and take care of 
us. Could fuch defpots love the free conftitulion of this coun- 
try ? On the contrary, he m as perfuaded that, upon the very 
fame principle that Poland was divided, and Dantzic and 
Thorn fubjugated, England itfelf might be made an objeft for 
the fame fate as foon as it became convenient to the confede- 
rates to make the experiment : he would defy any man to (hew 
the principle upon which a difference could exill with regard 
to us and the other facrificed countries in the wilhes and de- 
fires of the combined powers. But fuppofiug this to be out of 
all queftion, and that this country had nothing to dread in that 
refpeft, and that all Europe had nothing to look to but the ex- 
termination of the French principles, how would the prefent 
profpeft of our fuccefs then appear r Could we entertain fo 
vain a hope, (indeed he was aftonifhed to hear it even hinted) 
that the French, who had all the winter been lying in tlie fnow 
fome times, and wading up to their necks in water at others, 
in an enemy’s country, fighting for their principles, will, in 
their own, fubtpit to give them up in a mild fcafon ? The 
thought was too abfurdj^ and the expeftation too extravagant, 
to be harboured by a man poiTeffed of a fpark of rationality. 
It was upon thefe grounds he alked what were the lengths to 
which Minifters intended we (hould go on With ^ the prefent 
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war. From all the circumftances of the memorial prefented 
by Lord Auckland to the States General, and the difpofitions 
of our allies, as indicated by their late condud, it behoved 
this country to come to a diftindl underftanding on the fubjeft 
of the nature of our alliances, and the objefts of the wan 
This, He thought, .would bed be obtained by propofing a fo* 
lemn difavowal and reprobation of the views and difpofitions 
indicated in the memorial of Lord Auckland, and a condcci- 
na|ion of that paper. Our fituation required him to be expli- 
cit on every thing that excited caution ; the date of cc'iOmer- 
cial credit was as alarming as unexpeSed ; the lid of bank- 
rupts was unprecedented — as many as five hundred commif- 
fions had iifued in the diort ipace of time the prefent Chan- 
cellor had held the fcals. After ten years peace, we had not 
reached our peace edabliflinicnt, and our revenue had never 
exceeded feventeen millions. A deficiency in our revenue 
mud now be cxpc(dcd, and he hail heard that it was already 
perceptible to a prodigious extent. He hoped he diould not be 
reprefented as deprelling our fpirits, and railing thofe of our 
enemies. In making thefe obfervations it was necelfary to be 
explicit, and not to undcr-rate the'diificultics we miift of ne- 
ceflity encounter. Miniliers, theref »re, fhouIJ not be too 
much elated at the great and unexpecled fuccefs of our allies, 
and enter too eafily into their views ; on the contrary, he 
wifliecl them to avail tliemfelves of fortunate occurrences as 
foon as polliblc, to extricate this country from the evils of 
war. He concluded w^iili moving, 

** That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majedy, to 
“ exprefs to His Majedy the difpleafure of this Houfe at a cer- 
lain memorial, dated the 5ih of April, 1793, prefented to the 
States General of the United Provinces, figned by the right 
** honourable Lord Auckland, His Majedy ’s Minider at the 
‘‘ Hague, the faid memorial containing a declaration of the 
** following tenor : — ‘ Some of thefe detedable regicides,* 
** (meaning by this expreflion the Commiflioners of the Na- 
tional Convention of France, delivered to Prince Cobourg 
<< by General Dumoiiricr) are now in fuch a fituation that they 
can be fubjc£lcd to the fworcLof the law ; the red are dill in 
the midd of a people whom they have plunged into an abyfs 
of evils, and for whom famine, anarchy, and civil war, arc 
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about to prepare new calamities. In fhort, every thing that 
we fee happen induces us to confider as not far diftant the 
end of thefe wretches, whofe madnefs and atrocities have 
** filled with horror and indignation all thofe who refpeft the 
principles of religion, morality, and humanity. ^ 

** The underfigncd, therefore, fubmit to the enlightened 
judgement and wiftlom of your High Mighiineflcs, whether 
it would not be proper to employ all the means in your 
“ power to prohibit from entering your dominions in Europe, 
or youi colonies, all thofe Members of the Affembly ftiling 
itfelf the yiational Convention, or of the pretended Execu- 
** tive Council, who were diredly or indireftly concerned in 
“ the faid crime ^ and if they (hould be difeovered and arrefted, 
** to deliver them up to jufticc, that they may ferve as a lelTon 
and example to mankind/ 

To acquaint His Majefty of the fenfe of this Houfc, that 
the faid Miniftcr, in making this declaration, has departed 
from the principles upon which this Hioufe was induced to 
concur in the meafures neceflary for the fupport of the war, 
in which the Britifh nation is at prefent unfortunately en- 
gaged, and has announced an intention, on his part, incon- 
liftent with the repeated affuranccs given by His Majefty, 
that he would not interfere in the internal aftairs of France ; 
and for which declaration this Houfe cannot eafily be 
brought to believe that the faid Minifter derived any autho- 
rity from His Majefty ’s inftruclions. 

Humbly to befcech His Majefty, that fo much of the faid 
memorial, as contains the declaration above recited, may be 
publicly difavowed by His Majefty, as containing matter in- 
coniiftent with the wifdom and humanity which at all times 
have diftinguiflted the Britifli nation, and derogatory to the 
dignity of the Crown of this realm, by avowing an intention 
to interpofe in the internal affairs of France, which His Ma- 
** jefty has, in fo many declarations, difclaimed, and mingling 
purpofes of vengeance with thofe objefls of defence and fe- 
curity to curfelvcs and our allies which His Majefty’s Mi- 
nifters have fo often declared to be the foie objeft of the pre- 
feat war. 

** To reprefent to His Majefty, that this Houfe has already 
exprefled its fenfe of the afts fpoken of in the abof^e dcflata^ 
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tion ; but that as neither this, nor any other foreign flfate, 
** can poiTefs any cognizance or jurifdiflion refpefling theni, 
the only tendency of menaces againft their perpetrators is, 
** to compel this country either unjuftifiubly to carry on war 
for th^ fubverfion^of the prefent Government of France, or 
** difgracefully to feek peace by an ignominious ncgociation 
“ with the very Government whom we have thus infultcd and 
** ftigmatifed in our public a£ls. 

‘^Tliat thefe threats muft tend to give to the hoftilities with 
which Europe is now afflidlcd a peculiar barbarifm and fe- 
** rocity, by provoking and reviving a fyilem of retaliation and 
‘‘ bloodfhed, which experience of its dellruclive tendency, ho- 
nour, humanity, and religion, have combined to banifh from 
the prafticc of civilifed war. 

“ And finally, to reprefent to His Majefty how deeply the 
reputation of His Majefty's Counfels is intereiled in dif- 
** claiming thefe unjuftifiuble, and, we truft, unaiithorifcd de- 
“ nunciations of vengeance, fo deltructive of all refpedl for the 
confiftcncy, and of all confidence in the fincerity of the pub- 
** lie afts of his Minifiers, and fo manifeftly tending at once 
“ to render the principle of the war unjiill, the condud of hof- 
** tiMties barbarous, and the attainment of lionourable peace 
hopelefs.’* 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, when he compared the notice 
which had been given by the honourable gentleman wdth the 
fpcech he had juft made in fupport of it, he was alTured he mull 
Ihcw great difrtfped to his known talents, when he declared 
his aftonifhment that his promifed motion for a removal, and 
afterwards for an impeachment againft Lord Auckland, was 
only an invedive againft the Emprefs of Riiftia, the King of 
Pruflia, and the Emperor; and when he came to fpeak, very 
fliortly, on the real qiieftion, he made a dirt d attack on His 
Majefty and the Government of this country, on that Houfc, 
on Parliament, and on the fentiments of the nation at large. 
The honourable gentleman objeded to the memorial delivered 
by Lord Auckland to the Slates General, bccanfc, he faid, it 
amounted to a departure from the principles on which the war, 
in which we were engaged, was commenced ; and the honou- 
rable Member , contended, from the words of the memorial, 
that this iftuft either be a war of extermination, or that wc 
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inuft Aibmit to a diihonourable peace. Now neither the one 
nor the other of thefe imputations arofe out of the words of the 
memorial. Was there one word in the memorial that con- 
veyed a wifti that the war fliould be carried on till all thofe who 
had any concern in that horrible aft (the execution of^he moft 
Chridian King) ftiould be brought to punifhment ? No; there 
was not. That there (hould be made an example, if poffible, 
of thofe who were guilty of that horrid aft, he believed to be 
the general and fincere wifh of all good men who had*the 
fmalled concern for the happinefs of mankind. But they did 
not engage in the war with that objeft. Why ? Becaufe they 
were not called upon to execute judice againd them ; and be- 
caufc it was not politic to enter into war for vengeance, on ac- 
count of crimes vrhich were not committed in this country. 
But, although this was not the profeiTv d objeft of the war, they 
were not to abate in their vigilance fur the fafety of mankind. 
And as this was one of the mod horrid crimes, it ought to be 
made a fingular example of vindiftlve ju tice ; fo that even 
didant apes might feel when they reflefted on this horrid aft. 
That Honfe had agreed to afford no allidance, no proteftion 
to thofe who fhoulcl be guilty of it ; and this was done before 
they were at war with 1 Vance, even before they knew they 
(hould be at war with that nation : and if they happened m be 
at war wii;i France for other caufes, was it lefs proper to ex- 
prefs their jud indignation, which they might have done in 
time of peace, againd a (lanhicUon wiiich had excited the de- 
tedaiion and abhorrence of all Europe ? Mr. Pitt obferved, 
that gentlemen were continually adierting to the caufes of 
their entering into war, and confidcring what degree of pro- 
vocation had been given on the part of France — what refent- 
ment ai d outrag? committed againd ourfelves, diould or ihould 
not induce iliis country to commence a war againd France. 
But while they were ddeuding that principle, the circumdance 
that an fj was, that France had declared war againd this 
country. He conceived this country was jndly entitled to 
proceed on the war againd France, to repel her unjud attacks, 
and, if po/iible, to chadife and to punilh her, and to obtain 
indemnification for the pad, and feciirity for the future. 
Thefe were the principles on which they engaged in the war. 
Thefe were the principles they mud look to in canning it on,* 
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and which they muft keep in view at its conclufion. What 
was there in this memorial that had varied the caufe of the 
war, or that afFeScd the conclufion of the peace ? Gentlemen 
faid, we could not treat with thofe whom we had branded with 
opprobrious epithets. If that was matter of charge againft 
Lord Auckland, it was alfo a charge againd that Houfe, and 
againft every man who had concurred with that declaration^ 
from which no man could withhold his confent whofe mind 
Vf^s not devoid of every feniimeni of juftice, humanity, and 
religion. Would any man fay that the aft of delivering up to 
juftice any of the regicides of France carried a ftronger re- 
proach than the language contained in every meffage from the 
Crow'n, and in every addrefs which had taken place on this 
fubjeft. It would be matter of fincere lamentation if thofe 
who had been guilty of that aft remained in pofleftion of the 
fupreme authority. But they were not pledged by that memo* 
rial to more than they were by their own determinations. 
The memorial did not ftatc that we muft give up to juftice 
eight or nine millions of perfons who might have been either 
dircftly or indirectly confenting to the execution of the King. 
He had no difficulty in faying, that he fuppofed that a large 
part of the nation did not confent to the death of the King. 
To imagine that they did, he conceived contrary to all proba- 
bility. He could not poffibly comprehend how it could be 
fuppofed that the memorial went to the extermination of eight 
or nine millions of men, when there was not one word faid on 
the fubjeft. He faid he next came to confider what the mean- 
ing of that paper w^as upon which the honourable gentleman 
was to fupport a criminal accufation againft Lord Auckland. 
The honourable gentleman was extremely minute and critical 
on the tranflation of a particular fentence of this memorial. 
He thought it would not be very juft, on the dry conftruftion 
of a fentence, to vote for the removal of the noble Lord, and, 
fecondly, to impeach him. He contended that the noble Lord 
had rendered the moil edential fervlces both to his own coun- 
try and to our allies. The honourable gentjeman, by cavil- 
ling about the words of a tranflation, contended, that the 
Commiffioners were to be delivered up ro inltant juftice. It 
was obferved in the memorial, that fome of thofe who were 
conceyied ^in the death of the King were now in a fituation 
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in which they might be brought under the fword of the lew » 
and then the honourable gentleman’s inuendo was, that this 
meant the five Commiffioners who were fent to Maeflricht. 
It did not appear that they were in the cuftody of the Dutch, 
nor was it likely that they would ever be in their cuftody* 
put in confequence of the condiifl and pipmifes of M. Du* 
mourier, it was very generally believed that a Counter-RefO- 
lution would foon take place in France ; and that it was natu* 
I'al that fome of thofe who now exercifed the fupreme authp- 
l*ity^ might be obliged to fly into this country, and that we 
ought to deliver them up to juftice. They ought not to im- 
pute blame where it was their duty to acknowledge merit, nor 
fhould they follow perfccution where they ought to avow gra- 
titude. The natural fenfe of this memorial w^as, that Lord 
Auckland thought that fome of thofe perfons who were guilty 
of the murder of the late King might foon be in a iituation, 
if there w'as a Counter-Revolution eftablifticd, and tribunals 
of juftice ere£icd, to be brought before fuch tribunals. He 
did not mean that either the Dutch or the Auftrians were to 
punifli the French regicides. He wiflied to know what there 
was in this that was contrary to the laws of humanity, and to 
the cftablilhed principles of the law of nations ? Who would 
retrad the principles upon which fuch a proceeding is found- 
ed ? In the cafe of a crime fo horrid, fo extenfive in its epn- 
fequences, as well as fo detcftable in its nature, it was the 
duty of indifferent nations to make thcmfelves minifterial in 
endeavouring to deliver up the culprits to a competent tribunal 
for difobeying the laws of their country, by thofe who bad been 
lawfully conflituted. He believed there w'ere fome crimes 
merely of pofitivc inftituiion, in which we ourfelves had gone 
to the extent of requiring that the guilty ftiould be delivered up. 
This had been done in the cafe of forgery, as well as of other 
crimes, though he believed it was no part of the law of this 
country to deliver up criminals. In the days of our penitence- 
in this country a memorable fad took place, which had fome 
fimilarity to the prefent fubjed. They were then condemning 
an Ambaflador of England for having fuggefted the idea to tlic 
Dutch, that they ftiould deliver up to juftice all French regi- 
cides that were found in their dominions. There was a time 
wlicn an Englifti Ambaflador applied to the States General, 
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and applied with effed, to deliver up fome regicides. To this 
country they were broyght; in this country they were tricd> 
and in this country they were otecutcd. They would be guilty 
of duplicity if they were to accufe Lord Auckland, who had 
only adkd on their own principles, which had been previoufly 
declared ; and when they were ftated, there was not found a 
tongue bold enough to utter a word againft them, nor a heart 
obdurate enough to wifli to oppofe them. Firft of all, it was 
the'general feeling in the breads of men of honour, that thofe 
w'ho were abfent were at lead entitled to fome degree of can- 
dour, and to fome degree of protection ; and more particu* 
larly fo, thofc who were abfent in the fcrvice of their country. 
He did not mean to fay tliat was a ground to exempt a man 
from pun*’ .\imcnt,. provided crimes had been proved againft 
him. To the recent fcrviccs of the perfon who was the fub- 
jedl of this accufalion this country was confiderably indebted, 
and he had a right to fay that this proceeding was pregnant 
with every feeling of injudice. There were various other fub- 
je£ls, he faid, introduced into this difeudion, and which it was 
not his intcntioii to purfuc : they operated deeply in his mind, 
and that was, what could be the inducement of the honourable 
gentleman in bringing forward this motion ? He believed 
every gentleman put that quedion to his own mind. He had 
thought upon two or three things, but none of them was a 
caufe fufficieiit for making the motion : what appeared on the 
furfacc was, that this was a motion to cenfure Lord Auckland 
for having prefled with great warmth that, on the very firft op- 
portunity, fome means might be taken to give effeft to thofe 
fentiments which the Parliament and the Nation had exprefled 
againft thofe who had been guilty of great crimes. He could 
not fuppofe the honourable gentleman w'as adluated by any 
Jterfonal animofity, becaufe he had difclaimcd all fuch mo- 
tives. He could not fuppofe that the honourable gentleman 
had been heaping up fplecn and refentment againft an indivi- 
dual fer feven or eight years till he had an opportunity of bring- 
ing it forward. He could not fuppofe it was brought forward 
becaufe the noble Lord had difeharged his duty abroad for feven 
or eight years, and the honourable gentleman, equally per- 
forming his duty, had counteraded at home what the other did 
abroad. •He could not conceive the motion was brought for- 
Vqt. XXXV. R r 



3 o 6 parliamentary A. 1793. 

ward to do honour to the noble Lord, or that it proceeded from 
generofity or friendfhip. He was therefore, perhaps, not for 
the firif time, at a lofs to know the motives of the honourable 
gentleman. He had entered into a fyftem of continental poli- 
tics, and not applying to any particular qneftion but in a way 
to avoid the queflion. The honourable gentleman wifhcd that 
wc (hould not co-opcrate with other powers for our own fafety, 
becaufe in another quarter fome of thofe powers might have 
cxercifed meafures in which we had taken no fliare, or given 
any approbation to. He was pcrfeftly ready to admit that un- 
jult meafures were as hoftile to his mind when adopted by 
crowned heads, as when they were adopted on the part of a 
republic. He was to look to the extent of the world at large, 
and to compare it with the progrefs of that fyltem, which, if it 
had not been in part checked already, and if it (hould not be 
checked by their perfeverance in future, would be a thoufand 
times more dangerous, rife as higli as you plcafe, (well the 
charge as much as you' plcafe, heighten the picture as much as 
you can, than all the dangers which could poflibly arife from 
the worft fyftems of ambition that were ever purfued. The 
prefent war was dire£Uy aimed againft your independence, your 
fecurity, arid your Conftitution. It was a fyftem of anarchy 
and confufioii, and be did not wi(h to dwell upon it. Let the 
prefent partition of Poland be as odious as it might, (he nor 
no man could fpeak of it without difapprobationj the prefent 
partition of Poland was not more odious than the lad ; and 
though the Emprefs had a (hare in the lad partition, the right 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox), and thofe near him, did not 
think it a difgrace for this country to be c'onncfled with her. 
They were to confult their own fafety, and were not to attend 
to the character of their allies, as refulting from other collate-;, 
ral points. This was no reafon why we (hould not co-opera^ 
to a juft end, to refill the operation of French power, and to 
cany on the war w ith that vigour and efFedl which might lead 
to the conclufion of a fure and honourable peace, to obtain in- 
demnification for ourfelves for the pad and for the future, to 
have a reafonable fecurity for ourfelves and for the red of Eu- 
rope. 

Mr. FOX faid, the right honourable gcntlbma® had at- 
tempted to defend the memorial on the only ground on which 
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a defence could have been expeded— on its want of any defi- 
nite meaning. In his ufual mode of alluding to pad tranfac- 
tions in the Houfc, he*had charged his honourable friend with ' 
putting off his motion for the purpofe of taking new ground, 
although he knew that his honourable friend had pul it off at 
the requeft of friends who wiflied to be prefen t at the difeuf- 
fion, and who could not attend on the day for which he had 
firft given notice. With refpeft to the motives and feelings 
wiiich the right honourable gentleman had taken the trouble of 
imagining for his honourable friend in making this motion, his 
honourable friend could have but one motive, his fenfe of pub- 
lic duty ; and the noble Lord, whofe condu£l was the caiife of 
it, could excite no feeling but of the moft placid and moft tran- 
quil nature. The right honourable gentleman had defended 
the memorial on the ground of its meaning nothing at all; but 
he had not ventured to fay that it had no reference to the Com- 
mifiioners of the French Convention put into the hands of the 
Auftrians by Dumouricr, on the hopes entertained of Dumou- 
rler’s plan. The memorial faid, that thefe Commiffioners 
were in a fituation to be fubjccled to the fword of the law : — ■ 
to what fword — of what law r To the fword of any law 
which thofe to whom they were delivered, not as prifoners, 
but hoflagcs, might frame for their execution ? If it meant 
to the fword of fome law^ to be revived or edablifhed in France, 
why w'as not that qualification inferted in it? Lord Auck- 
land's communication to the States General in September had 
never received the fanftion of the Houfe, and therefore the 
Houfe would be guilty of no inconfiftency in condemning it. 
The purport of that communication was fiinply, that if any 
aft, then generally apprehended and univerfally deprecated, 
Ihould be committed, the perpetrators of it would not be (hel- 
tered from the laws of their country in His Majefty’s domi- 
nions. But what did iny Lord Auckland? He, not as a 
meafure of prevention, not as a warning to deter, but on a 
principle of vengeance, obvioufly tending to provoke retalia- 
tion, and, in the very firfi infiance, to endanger the. lives of 
the furvivors of the Royal Family of France, fuggefted fub- 
jefting to the fword of the law* perfons given as. hollages for 
their fafety. What was the motive of his honourable friend 
in mewing to cenfure this conduft ? To obtain the reproba« 
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tion of the Houfe againft making the war more bloody, and 
the contcft more crueL If the condu£l of the French to 
Frenchmen had excited abhorrence, if they had (hewn a difpo* 
fition unjuftly and wantonly to fljed blood, now was the time 
for the Houfe to fliew deteftation of their difpofition and their 
praftice, by expreffing their deteftation of this memorial. 
Another motive for his honourable friend’s motion was, to ob- 
tain a clear and explicit declaration of the fiibje£l of the war. 
The right honourable gentleman had fiid, that this was wholly 
unconnedled with the internal Government of France ; but at 
the fame time he exprefled a wifli that, in making peace, wc 
might not have to treat with thofe perfons who now excrcifed 
the powers of Government in that country. The real objedl, 
according to the right honourable gentleman, was to obtain an 
indemnification for their unjuft aggreftion, and fecurity for the 
peace of Europe in future. From this he learned that indem- 
nification and fecuiity might, in the contemplation of the right 
honourable gentleman, be gained from thofe malheureux^ whe- 
ther wretches or unhappy perfons ; for to drive them from the 
Government was not an objeft, but a wifln With whom 
then, when the hour of ncgociation came, might we have to 
treat? With thofe very men whom, in our memorials and 
public afts, we were now ftigmatifing with every vilifying and 
opprobrious epithet. Hard words he had always thought im- 
prudent, more efpecially when applied to perfons of whom it 
was poftible we might afterwards have occafion to fpcak in very 
different terms. With thofe very perfons the right honourable 
gentleman had treated through M. Chauvelin, and had boafted 
of fending inftriiilions to Lord Auckland to treat with them, 
even after the murder of the King, Would the right honour- 
able gentleman now refufe to treat with them, if an occafion, 
confiftent with the avowed obje£l of the war, (hould offer ? 
No fiich declaration would he venture to make. Lord Auck- 
land then, if he (hould be continued in his prefent fituation, 
might be, from local circumftances, the moft convenient per- 
f:a to employ to treat with them. But what would the 
Frenchman fay ? Suppofing him to forget all the hard words, 
all the odious terms formerly applied to him, he would very 
naturally fay. What ! ticat with Lord Auckland^ Nd ; he 
has declared he will bang me if he can catch me, anef tberp- 
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fore I will not put myfelf in his power. The anfwcr to all 
this was, that the paper was only the too-fanguine efFufion of 
imaginary fiicccfs, and meant only that when a tribunal Aould 
be eftabliflied in France, agreeable to the fancy of the com- 
bined J)owcrs, th^ Members of the Convention and the Exe- 
cutive Council would be fubjefted to the fword of the law — 
the memorial ought to have faid fo ; for it was giving but lit- 
t|j encouragement to thofe now in the exercife of Government 
in France to think of ncgociation, to tell them that to get hold 
of them, or their agents, and to hang them, was one and the 
fame thing. 

His honourable friend had introduced the conduct of Rudia, 
Pruflia,' and the Emperor, which the right honourable gen- 
tleman had treated as having no connection with the fubjeft. 
Was it indeed fo immaterial ? If we were engaged in a w^ar 
on the ufual principles of w'ar, the caufe afeertained and the 
object definite, we might indeed avail ourfelves of the affift- 
ance of powers for the attainment of that object, whofc views 
were very different from our own. But if, as the memorial 
implied, we were at war with perfons, not with the nation, 
and had thrown away the fcabbard, it was of great importance 
to confider whether or not their objeil was the fame as ours — 
whether, while our aim was reparation and fccuriiy, theirs 
was not aggrandisement; whether, while we fought only, to 
remove certain peifons from the Government of France, they 
did not look to the partition I Of crowned heads it was al- 
ways his praclice to fpcak with rf.fpc£l; but the adlions of 
their Cabinets were fair matter of difciillion. Under this qua- 
lification he had no difficulty in faying, that the late conduct 
of Ruflia and Prufiia was ten thonfand times more reprehen- 
fible than any part of the conduit of P'rance towards other na- 
jtioris. Of the former partition of Poland he had never fpokcii 
but in terms' of reprobation; but the prefent was more odious 
than the former, inafmuch as it was marked by the moft fla- 
grant breach of faith, and the violation of the moft folemri de- 
clarations. Priiflia, it was notorious, had encouraged the re- 
volution in Poland, and exprefleef the moft decided approba- 
tion of fcating the family of Saxony on the herfeditary throne. 
That very rtvolntion, was now made tht pretetext for enter- 
ing Poland, and forcibly feizing on Dantzic and Thorn.— 
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Ruffia entered Poland, declaring that her only objcdl was to 
reftore the republic which the revolution had futvertcd ; and 
having gained pofleflion of the country, in contempt of all her 
farmer declarations, fhe proceeded to divide it with Pruflia and 
the Emperor. Strong, however, as was his reprobation of 
fuch condudl, he had never faid that we ought on that account 
torejeft a ufeful alliance with either of thofe powers ; but that 
while we profeffed to be fighting againft one fpccies of tyranny, 
we ought to be careful not to fet up another tyranny more dan- 
gerous. What was the anfwer to this? Declamation againft 
the horrid tendency of French principles, the fubverfion of all 
order, and the introduction of anarchy. When we argued 
againft principles, let us not confine our view to the mifehief 
they might occafion, but confider alfo the probability of their 
being cftabliflied. Were three or four maniacs to efcape from 
Bedlam, and take pofleflion of a houfe, the mifehief they 
would do in it would probably be much greater than that of as 
many robbers ; but people knew the improbability of their get- 
ting into that fiiuation, and very properly guarded their houfes, 
not againft madmen from Bedlam, but againft robbcTS. Juft 
fo was it with the probability of French principles gaining the 
afcendancy. Anarchy, if it could be introduced into other 
nations, was in its nature temporary — defpotifm, we know by 
fad experience, to be lading ; the prefent Emperor was but 
little tried ; but if, as generally happened, the fyftcms of Ca- 
binets were more to be attended to than the charadlcrs of 
Princes, we had fecn the Cabinet of Vienna repeatedly pro- 
mifing to the Auftrian Netherlands the reftoraiion of their an- 
cient Conftitiition, and as often refufingto fulfil its proniife ; 
we had fecn the late Emperor promife that reftoration under 
our guarantee as the price of their return to allegiance ; we had 
fecn him refufe it when he again got pofleflion ^ wc had fecn 
Lord Auckland proteft againft the refufal, and afterwards moft 
lhamefully accede to it ; and we had feen the Governors of the 
Netherlands making tlieir efcape by one gate, while the 
French'Wcrc entering at another, declare the reftoration of that 
Conftitution ; as if the moment when they were compelled to 
refign pofleflion, was the only fit moment for reftoring the 

f [hts of thofe whom they were fent to govern. If, in all 
is, thcie were any fymptoms of good faith to giv«^ us confi- 
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dcncc, the Prince of Saxe Cobourg’s proclamations were fuffi- 
cient to deftroy it alL In the conduft of the three Courts, 
we (hould find all the crimes of France towards other nations, 
committed in a more unjuftifiable manner. But the right ho- 
nourable gentleman faid, thefe were only topics to induce us 
to refufe the afiiftance of thofe Courts. If the objeS of the 
war were diftinft, we might indeed accept of their aflSftance 
\%th fafcty; but while all was doubt and uncertainty, how 
could we pretend to know what were their views, or what 
they expefted as the price of their affiftance? We were now 
ading in concert with the dividers of Poland. — We ourfelves 
were the dividers of Poland ; for while we were courting them 
to aid us in a war againft French principles, we furniflied them 
with the pretext, and afforded them the opportunity of divid- 
ing Poland. We were the guarantees of Dantzic, of which 
Pruflia, our ally, had taken pofTeflion — faid we not, when 
the French attempted to open the Scheldt, that we were the 
guarantees of the exclufivc navigation of the Scheldt to the 
Dutch? 

Mutato nomine dc te 

Fabula narralur. 


Pruflia was the other guarantee; but regarded guarantees as 
little as the French, wlien Dantzic and Thorn were to be an- 
nexed to his territories. What was this but teaching the 
people that the profeffions of Courts were mere delufions — ^that 
the pretext for the war was the danger from French power, 
and French principles; but the catife, to gratify the ambition 
of other powers- How were w^e ever to make peace, when 
we were not agreed upon the terms with thofe who afiifted us 
in the war? Regard for die chriftlan religion was one of the 
reafons alledgcd for dividing Poland ; regard for the chriftian 
religion might be alledged for dividing France. He did not 
underftand that we paid any fubfidies, and in one point of 
view he was forry for it. We (hould then underftand for 
what wc had engaged. As the cafe flood at prefent, how did 
we know what Pruflia or the Emperor might require of us ? 
As Ruflla had taken part of Poland, might not the Emperor 
take a fancy^to Bavaria and the Palatinate ? And thus the dif- 
ficulticsTof making peace become greater than thofe of carry- 
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ing oh the war. Add to this, that if rumour or regard to an- 
cient policy could be trufled, Spain would>not confent to the 
difmemberment of France. If we were making war againft 
principles, let us but look to the principles of the two Imperial 
Courts, and of Pruilia, and we (hould find them mose dan- 
gerous to the liberty and peace of mankind, than, even thofe 
of France. The mode of getting out of this fituation, was, 
by agreeing to the addrefs, cenfuring Lord Auckland, and 
thus convincing the other powers of Europe, that we would 
not be parties to their plans for dividing kingdoms. It was 
indeed matter of great doubt, whether or not peace for Europe 
could now be obtained for any great length of time; the en- 
couragement we had given to the robbery of Poland, might be 
expefied to inflame the paflions of avarice and ambition. — 
There was however one nation, viz. Spain, which had a com- 
mon interefl: with us, and with which he wifhed to fee a cordial 
union againfl; the dangerous aggrandizement of the Imperial 
Courts and Pruflia. All our vidtories in the prefent war had 
been obtained by their arms cxclufivcly, and every vidlory gave 
frelh caufe of jealoufy. To agree ito the addrefs would have 
another good cftecl — It would fatisfy the people, that the rea- 
fons for the war, and the pretext, were the fame ; and that 
there was not one language for the Houfe of Commons, and 
another for the Hague, 

Mr. Chancellor PITT explained, that although indemnifi- 
cation for an nnjuft aggreflion, and future fccurity, were the 
objeds of the war, he did not mean to fay, that if an opening 
for removing the perfons who now exercifed the powers of go- 
vernment in France from that fituation, fhould prefent itfelf, 
we were not to take advant^age of it. 

Mr. FOX faid, he underftood the object of the war to be as 
flated, and the removal of the perfons who now exercifed the 
powers of government in France to be only a wifh. 

The quellion being loudly called for, flrangers were ordered 
to withdraw ; after which, 

Mr. CURWEN congratulated the Houfe on the effea: of 
Mr. Sheridan's motion. He contended that the objeft of it 
was completely gained ; that Lord Auckland’s memorial had 
H^n in fubdance difavowed by the Minifter ; and the old 



DEBATES. 


A. I79J. 




ground of the war again brought forward. He the^fore wilhed 
much that Mr. Sheridan would not diride the Houfe. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid^ it was indifferent to him whedier 
the Houfe divided or not. He certainly confidered the main 
objeA he had in vifw as completely gained in the Minifter’s 
explicit difavowal of the principles attempted to be introduced 
into the war by Lord Auckland^ which muft have made peace 
iqjpbilible. 

Mr. WHITMORE infilled that the Houfe ihould divide, 
becaufe he had no faith in the profeflion of Minifters. 

The Houfe divided ; 

Ayes, 36; Noes, an. 

The Houfe adjourned. 


Friday f 'ihth ApriU 

The order of the day being read, to take into confideration 
the amendments made by the Lords in the Traitorous Cor* 
refpondence bill, 

Mr. STEEL faid, that feveral perfons who wifhed to dif- 
cufs this fubjeA were abfent, on account of a Committee up 
(lairs, on the embarraffment of public credit ; he (hould there- 
fore move that this order be difcharged ; which being done, 
the difculTion was appointed for Monday next. 

Mr. CURWEN moved, That the bill, as it came from 

the Lords, and now flood for difculTion, be printed.** 

Mr. STEEL oppofed this motion, upon the ground that 
the obje£lion made the other day to that propolition was fufh- 
cient. He faid he faw no neceflity for printing )^fe amend- 
ments. 

Mr. TAYLOR faid, that the reafon for mav^g that this 
bill be printed, w as a very good one ; for the bill was fo ma- 
terially altered by the Lords, that unlefs each Member of the 
Houfe went to the other to borrow copies of their Lordlhips, 
it would be impoflibleto form an adequate opinion of the bill. 
He believed, if the Members of the Houfe looked ever fo at- 
tentively at the bill, they would not, except as matter of hiftory, 
know it to be the fame bill as that which was fent up into the 
Houfe of Peers. , 

Mr. QJJRfWEN faid, that by looking at the bill, there was 
too much reafon for the obfervation of the honourable gentle* 
Vtot. XXXV. S s 
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m^n who fp6ke laft, and he muft add^ that'unlefs the bill was 
printed^ the Hpufe could not poflibly underftand the amend- 
ments. 

Lord GEORGE CAVENDISH faid, that confideringthis 
bill from firft to laft, it was the moft extraordinary mefafure he 
evef faw in that Houfc, or ever heard of. Both in principle 
and provifion, it was of the mod alarming charaiSlcr as a le- 
giflative aft. It drnck at the bed and the fundamenlal prin- 
ciples of the condiliuion of this country. If that Hoiift were 
to vote upon the amendments made by another Hoiife, it was 
fit they flioiild know what it w^as they voted. His Lordlliip 
was decidedly in favour of printing this bill, as a thing highly 
neceflary. 

Mr. CAWTHORNE oppofed the motion for printing the 
bill ; he coniidered it as a matter of delay. 

Mr. WHITBREAD faid, there certainly was no delay in- 
tended by this motion, nor could it produce any ; for the bill 
might be printed to-inorrow', and would be ready on Monday, 
and the Houfe knew that the confideration of the bill was al- 
ready deferred to that day. That was not the real objeftion to 
the printing of the bill. The truth w^as, that certain gentle- 
men wiflied it lliould not be printed, in order that ^ it Ihould 
pafs with as much obfeurity as poflibic. 

The Houfc divided ^ 

For the printing, 16 ; Againfl it, 41. 

The Houfe adjourned. 


Monday^ April, 

Mr. WINDHAM, on the bringing up of the report of Mr. 
Mudge s petition, entered into the general merits of the quef- 
tion on it ; in the courfe of which he gave a hiftory of the 
cafe, and made an able fpccch in favour of the general prin- 
ciple of giving public encouragement to* merit. He obviated 
all theobjediions which he had heard urged againfl: the appli- 
cation of Mr. Mudge, to whom, as an artifl, he gave the 
liigheft charafter. He concluded with moving, “ That the 
report now before the Houfc be referred to the confideration 
fV pf a feleft Committee, to examine the matter contained 
1^11 it, and alfb that tlicy do make inquiry into^hc principles 
Wof Mr. Mudge s time-piece, and report their opinion upon 
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the merit of it to the Houfe." Mr. Windham gave a lift of 
the gentlemen whom he wiflied to compofe that Committee. 
Mr. Chancellor Pitt, Mr. Fox, Mr. Ryder, Sir George 
Shuckburgh, Mr. Gregor, Mr. Windham, Sir Gilbert Elliot, 
and Mf. Bragg. 

Mr. WILBRAHAM oppofed the motion, upon the general 
ground that this was a fubjecl fit for the inquiry of the Board 

Longitude. 

Mr. COURTENAY, by an able fpeech, fupported the 
motion. 

Mr. I. H. BROWNE oppofed the motion, upon the idea 
that it would be an improper interference of the Houfe with 
the affairs of the executive Power. 

Sir G. SHUCKBURGH faid a few words } after w^hich 
the Houfe divided ; 

For the motion, loi ; Againft it, 30. 

The report of the fcledl Committee appointed to inquire 
into the caufes of the prefent embarralfment of the commercial 
credit in tins country, was brought up by Mr. Chancellor Pitt. 
It detailed the information given by ditferent gentlemen who 
attended the Committee for that purpofe; all agreeing that 
fome fpcedy means ihould be devifed to fupport the general 
commercial credit of the country, by public aid. It dated, 
that it would be necclTary, for that purpofe, to iifue Exchequer 
bills for five millions, at twopence halfpenny per cent, per day, 
&c. &c. The report being read at the tabic, 

Mr. Chancellor PITT galled the attention of the Houfe to 
the report of the Committee appointed to inquire into the date 
of the commercial credit of this country at the prefent moment, 
w hich the Houfe had jud heard read ; he faid that he had no 
doubt that the Houfe was deeply impreifed wnih the import- 
ance of the fubjedl of the report, which alluded to circumdances 
of great moment, and therefore he wilhed that the report (hould 
be printed ; but as the nature of the cafe to which itrefe/red 
required as much expedition as pollible, he Ihould fugged the 
propriety of its being taken into the confideration of the Com- 
mittee of the w'hole Houfe to-mo*rrow. It ihould be printed 
fo as to be ready to be delivered to each MemlJer this night or 
early irythe*morning, fo that gentlemen wilhing to make them- 
felves maders of its contents, might do fo before the fubjeel 
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ms brought forward for the difcuilion of the Houfe. He thea 
moved^ That this report be taken into confideration to* 

tnorrow,” 

Mr. JEKYLL faid> he did not rife to oppofe the expedition 
propofed hy the Chancellor of the Exchequer, becaufedie had 
no doubt that expedition was neceflary in the prefent (late of 
this country. The (late of credit was alarming indeed, and if 
he could allent to any meafure that would tend to relieve it, he 
could not think that fuch a meafure could be too much accele- 
rated. But although this was his opinion, he could not help 
thinking that there was fome degree of blame on thofe who had 
the care of the executive Government, with refpe£l to the caufe 
ef that melancholy report which the Hpufe had heard read — a 
report which he confidered as the knell of our commerce. He 
wUhed to call to gentlemen’s attention and recolle£lion, and 
particularly that of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, as alfota 
every individual in that Houfe who had formed an opinion, that 
rile paper circulation of this country, through the medium of 
country banks, would, if not guarded againft, be the ruin of 
our paper credit. Perhaps fome of thefe gentlemen would now 
be induced to alk the Minider, why fome fuch meafure as the 
prefent had not been fooner brought forward, and why the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had not long ago moved for a 
Committee (imilar to the prefent i If he were a(ked why ho 
did not bring it forward fooner, or any other perfon thinking as 
he did, the anfwer was a very (hort and a very plain one.—- 
They had no means of knowing the real (late of the paper cur- 
rency, but the Officers of Government bad ; they might know 
thefe things to a certain extent, from the number of (lamps 
fued for the purpofe ; and they might know, particularly the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, from a book, out of which he 
had quoted fo much, (Dr. Adam Smith’s, on the Wealth of 
Nations) that there ibould be fome balance between the fpecle 
fand the paper currency of a country. Thefe things were un- 
der the knowledge of Government completely^ as far as re- 
garded the great public paper that was ilTued, and under their 
control too. With refpe£l‘to the inferior paper, that mu(lbe 
got at by applying to the amount of that roiferable fource of 
rq^|nue adopted by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, ^the doty 
igB^lls and notes, Thefe evils had been obferved by him and 
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by others on former occafions ; but they had not propofed any 
remedy, becaufe, as he had faid before, they had not complete 
information upon the fubjeft. It was not many weeks 
when he appealed to that Houfe upon what he thought would 
be the effed of the prefent war. He had alked what would be 
the feeling of the manufadurer — what the feeling of the jiier-» 
chant — what the feeling of the farmer — what the feeling of the 
mechanic in any branch — what the feeling of the labourer— 
what, in fliort, would be the general fcnfe of the Public, if 
this war was carried on ? Inftead of being fairly anfwered, he 
was received as if he had uttered treafon. Now he would aik 


thefe queftions which ought before to have been anfwered.—* 
What now was thought of this war ? What did the labourer, 
the manufadurer, and all ranks of people now fay on the fub* 
jed ? Was it now popular ? He was confident that if the real 
fenfe of all the people were taken at this hour, a mighty ma- 
jority of them would declare it to be the mod unfortunate, in« 
deed calamitous, event this country had ever been engaged in. 
It was but a few hours ago that he had received intelligence, 
that one manufadurer in the wed of England had very nearly 
been compelled to dop the whole of his manufadory, the 
confequence of which would have been, that three thoufand 
perfons employed in that manufadory mud have darved. Mr, 
Jekyll proceeded, and faid, that the report now before the 
Houfe he confidered as containing matter of blame to His Ma- 
jedy’s Miniders, who mud long fince have feen the calamities 
by which the people of this country were fo judly alarmed at 
this awful moment* He truded the remedy, late as it came, 
would be the bed which the nature of things was capable of af* 
fording ; but he could not help obferving, that it was not, on 
the fird view of it, the mod rcfpedablc thing for Government 
to take in pledges like a common pawnbroker, nor would it 
add to the national dignity to have three blue balls at the doer 
of the Commiilioncrs who were toa£t under the propofed plan, 
(hewing that they were to take in pledges, for that appeared to 
him.to be the fpirit of the prefent propofed meafure. He 
wifhed the whole fcheme might liot appear to be founded 04 
midaken principles in tha outfet, and attended with de^radatio4 
in the (pture, 



!>ARLIAMErNTARY A. 1793. 

Mr. DRAKE juftified the %var in which we are engaged, 
and trufted that the meafure now propofed would be adequate 
to the end expefted. 

Major WHITMORE infiftcd that the pVefent war was a 
very unpopular one. He was proceeding to afle Mr.^'Chan- 
ceilor Pitt whether, on the part of this country, a treaty was 
f^ed with the Prince of HelFc, or fome German Prince, when 
he was reminded by the Speaker that there was no fubjedl of 
that nature before the Houfe. 

Mr. FOX faid, that he did not intend to make any oppoli- 
tion, to going into the propofed Committee i but if,^at the 
prefent moment, he forbore to do fo, he trufted that would 
not be conftrued into his giving any kind of aftent to the mea- 
fure. He agreed with his honourable friend behind him (Mr. 
Jekyll) that, taking the evil and the remedy together, it in- 
volved matter rnoft important to the country, and of very deli- 
cate and difticult difeuftion : it feemed to him a bufinefs of a 
very anomalous nature ; nor had he ever heard of a fyftem in 
any fliape fimilar, having been hitherto adopted or thought of. 
But, although he could not feel difpofed to give it his aftent, 
yet he confelfed, that under the prefent moft alarming circum- 
ftances, as to mercantile credit, he wanted nerves to give it a 
decided oppofition. In fuch a cafe, he would be apt to be 
fome what, diffident of his own opinion, if oppofed by thofe who 
bad occa&on to beftow more time and attention on the fubjecl, 
for whofe opinions he entertained refpeft, and who might be 
better qualified than himfelf to form a judgement as to the pro- 
bable effedl of the racafure with refpe6l to commercial credit : 
he rofe, therefore, chiefly for the purpofe of faying, that it 
did by no means appear clear to him, at firft fight, that the rc- 
medy propofed would be effcdlual for the purpofe intended ; 
and that, as it was, in his opinion, a meafure of veryconfi- 
derable difficulty and danger — he hoped it would receive a full 
and deliberate difeuftion when brought forward, to-iporrow. 
Whether the prefent calamitous, ftatc of commercial credit 
was or was not owing to the war, was furely ia matter not 
capable of proof ; but, feeing the coincidence betwixt them in 

i int of time, thofe would unqueftionably be raih, on the 
||cr hand, who fhould pretend to fay dcciiively, that they 
life been totally unconne^led. He begged to warn that Houfe 
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and the Public^ that there ought to be a conflderable degree of 
confidence as to the good efTeft of fuch a meafureas theprc- 
fcnt, before it (hould be adopted: if the Executive Govern- 
ment is to interfere in fuch a cafe, may you not be beginning 
a fyftefti, wliere you.do not fee the end of it? If the fum now 
propofed to be raifed fhotjld be found infufficient — are yoii^o 
(top? Thcfe were points for the confideration of tbe Houfe^ 
a^d he concciv'cdit to be a very ferions moment : heconfelTed 
he felt a reluftance to a meafiire fo novel and important, and 
he truflcd that every polfible information would be brought 
forward upon the fiibject. As it was to come under confidc- 
ratiori to-morrow, he knew it was not necefTary to debate it 
then; but he wilhed to throw out, in general, fuch obferva- 
tions as ftriick him. Government w’ould not furely make any 
advances, w'ithout fufficient pledge or fcciirlty ; and if fo, he 
would wifli to know, why the Bank of England fliould not do 
what was now propofed to be done for them r It was their 
intereft to ufe their money to advantage; and he had no doubt 
it would be their wifh to fupport general credit. There were, 
however, other difficulties, and thofe of another kind ; Confti- 
tutional difficulties as well as commercial ones. The ap- 
pointment of the Commilfioners would nccelTarily create a 
great and new influence; their powers, like all other powers, 
muft be liable toabufc; and of fuch a poflible abufe,*how 
dreadful would be the confequencer For all the commercial 
houfes in the kingdom muft neceftarily be under the power of 
that commiflion. In fuch cafe, whatever confidence may be 
repofed in thofe gentlemen who may be appointed Commif- 
fioners, there muft ftlll be a degree of jealoufy: and, ad- 
mitting that every pofTiblc meafure fhould be taken to obviate 
any danger which may arife, cither from the mode of appoint- 
ing tliefe Commifiioners, or from the exercife of their power ; 
there would neceftarily remain, after all, a degree of power at 
which a free Conftitution muft tremble. He was afraid, too, 
of the connexion which this meafure would introduce, betwixt 
Government and the trading and mercantile intetefts of the 
country, becaufe he had ever held it to be a jiift principle, 
and one univerfally laid down, that commerce will flourMh, 
not in proportion to its connedlion with, but to its feparation 
froci, the Executive Government. He concluded with rc- 
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peatingi that he trufted. the meafure would not be adopted, un* 
lefs it fliould appear abfolutdy necelTary ; that, if it (hould ap- 
pear neceflary, every poflible attention would be paid to it, in 
its progrefs, fo as to render it as little objeAionable as poiTible ; 
and that, at all events, proper provifion would be made^o ren- 
der it only a temporary expedient — to continue only during the 
urgency of the prefent preiTure. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT fald, that he certainly conceived^ it 
would be more fatisfadory to delay going at all into difeuflion* 
on the fubjed, till it ihould come properly under the confide- 
ration of the Houfe to-morrow ; and he felt the lefs inclined 
to enter into any fuch dircuflion, .becaufc no oppofition feemed 
to be given to the going into it on fo early a day as to-morrow. 
He proceeded to ftate the unanimous opinion of the Committee 
as to the great importance of difpatch ; this he did not Hate, 
with any view to prevent that full difeuflion which the impor- 
tance of the fubjed certainly required, or to fay that it might 
not be flopped, if it fliould be tliought wrong ; but for the foie 
purpofe of imprelling on the minds of gentlemen how necelTary 
it was that it ihould be expedited without delay, in cafe it Ihould 
ultimately appear to be right. •The fubjed was undoubtedly- 
important, and < he wifhed the real extent of the danger to be 
felt, with the view of leading to an cfFedual remedy: he was 
happy to fay, that he had the utmoll confidence that an expe- 
ditious and effcdual remedy may be appi led. On fome accafions 
the urgency of particular inftjinccs mull outweigh general prin- 
ciples, and the prefent was of that kind. It had been faid^ 
that trade bell ilourilhes when disjoined from and unconneded 
with Government; but it ought here to be dillingiiilhed, that 
no control over the operations of trade is propofed, but only 
that, by a temporary advance, the credit of the merchant may 
be fupported, and the means afforded him of carrying on bis 
own fchemes* in his own way ; nor is any facility afforded to 
ralli or wanton fpeculations* He concluded with again men- 
tioning the nccellity of difpatcli. 

Mr. GREY admitted that if the meafure was at all advife- 
able, much of its efficacy would probably depend on the dif- 
patcli with which it Ihould be carried through ; and he was per- 
i’uaded that, were it once entered upon by the Houfej^ no dili- 
jl^ce would be wanting in tiie difeuflion ; but^ as the report 



j|i 

was of confiderable length and not yet printed, lie:lieggN[li^ye 
to put it to the right honourable gentleman, whether 
not rather too early to take it into confideration neict day ; or 
whether gentlemen could betwixt thi$ and that lime, pay fjyt^ 
cient attention to the fubje^l r And, when up, he^puld take the 
opportunity of giving his opinion ftrongly againd the propofal^ 
on the fame ground with his right honourable friend (Mr* 
Fox) as creating a new fpecies of influence. If relief was to 
afforded, this did not appear to hint to be the proper means 
of giving it. Why does not the Bank interfere? Is it that 
they think it unfafe to do fo ? And, if fo, is Government to 
do what the. Bank does rot think fafe ? He was, however, 
more inclined to believe, that, from particular ctrcumflances, 
the Bank may not be able to afford it, probably from having 
too great a load of Exchequer bills already ; and, if that is tlie 
oafe, would it not be better to pay off part of thefe^xebequer 
bills ? . 

Mr. MONTAGUE thought the queftion was not, whether 
the relief propofed was unobje<!ilionable in all its parts, but 
whether fome mode of relief was not abfolutely necet&iy, and 
this the belt that could be devifed ? He was therefore in favour 
of the propofition. 

Mr. THOR>tTON faid, he was a Member of the Comr 
mittee, who were unanimous in opinion as to the propriety of 
tlic meafure, and as to its efficacy, if carried through with dif* 
patch. Two honourable gentlemen had faid that it W2is the 
duty of the Bank of England to have interfered. The Bank 
had Hepped forward in the mode of difcoimt \ but it never had 
been their cuftom to advance money on mostgages, or on the 
fpecies of fecurity which is now point^ out, not from any 
doubt of the fecurity, but becaufe they found ample de- 
mand for their money in the way of difeounts, 

The motion of the Chancellor of the Exchec^uer, for taking 
the report into conlideration to-morrow, was then agreed to« 
The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved, that the order of 
the day for taking into conlidcfation the amendments mado 
in the Traitorous Correfpondencebill, by the Houfe of Lords^ 
(hould be read ; which being done, 

Mr* FOX rofe and fitted, that confidering the hour of the 
night, and the nature of the adterations made by the Xionls— 
Vot,XXXV, Tt 
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and pa^icularly the importance of the bufmefs how fixed for 
to-morh>w, and the length of the report which it would be ne « 
ceflkiy for gentlemen to read — he trulled gentlemen, on the 
o^er fide of the Houfe, would not ,be difpofed to prefs the 
proceeding then, to take thefe amendments into confideration ; 
and he would therefore move, that the cohfideration of them 
ihould be deferred to Wednefday next, or feme other early 
day- 

Mr. Chancellor PITT had no other objeftion to the dcl^y 
propofed, except a difficulty in point of form, as to altering, 
by an amendment.' the date from which the aft is to take place 
(being the ift of May) ; which, in that cafe, it would be ne- 
ceflkry to do ; and as this could only be done by an amendment 
to the amendment made by the Lords, the word firft’* muft 
neceflarily be retained. 

The SPEAKER confefled the difficulty was rather embar- 
raffing, but faid, that by the addition of the word twenty, it 
might be made the 21 (I of May. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT could not agree' to fo late a period, 
but thinking that the amendment might be made by making 
the date of the commencement of the aft, The firft Tuefday 

or Wednefday after the ift of May/* he acquiefeed in the 
delay propofed by Mr. Fox ; and it was ag|ead that the amend- 
ments made by the Houfe of Lor^s fhouid be taken into coi^« 
fideration on Wednefday next. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

^uejfdayf y>th April. 

The order of the day, for the Houfe to rcfolve itfclf into a 
Committee, to take into confideration the report of the Seleft 
Committee appointed to examine into the fiate of the commer- 
cial credit of the country, being read, 

Mr. JEKYLL rofe, and faid, he hoped that he was un- 
derftood to have, in conjunftion with every other perfon in 
that Houfe^' the moft earned folicitude, that the utmoft expe- 
dition fiiould be ufed in tracing the recent failures to ^their 
fources, and applying a remedy to the mifehief, if pofiiblc. 
He obleryed, that it was expefted that the Seleft Committee* 
make fome future reports in their progrefs in the bufi- 
^ being the cafe, he wilhed to know, whether 
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the ftate of the coin, and the fcarcity of k, was & main anjr 
part of their future inquiry ? He was induced to alk tiuaique& 
tion from the perfuafipn, that to the badnefs and {carcity of 
current coin in the country, the prefent calamitous drottoi* 
ftances were in a great meafure to be attributed. 

The SPEAKER Vofe, and informed the honourable Mem*^ 
ber, that the quellion now was, whether he Ihould leave the 
chair?' 

ftfr. JEKYLL faid, that what he had to offer could not^ 
with fo great propriety, come before the Houfe when in a 
Committee. He therefore proceeded to ftate, that the coun^ 
terfeiting of the coin exifted to a moft enormous degree, par* 
ticularly in ihillings and fixpences, the former of which, 
when aflayed, were 30 per cent, under current value, and the 
latter above 40 per cent. ; for 200 fixpences went to a pound, 
whereas there (hould not be above 144. He ftated, that he 
had heard it faid, that the coin of the country was exported 
fince the war to the amount of io,oool. a week. And he con- 
cluded by faying, that as it had been afeertained that there was 
not above thirty millions of fpecie to be met with in the king- 
dom, a run on the Bank, fuch as might pofllbly come upon it, 
would entirely ruin the country. 

Mr. Alderman ANDERSON faid, that it was a fcarcity of 
credit, not of coin, that occafioned the prefent breach in the 
commercial credit of the country. As a proof of this he ftated, 
that if bills to any amount were brought to the Bank, they ' 
were immediately paid in guineas. 

The Houfe refolved itfelf into a Committee of the whole 
Houfe upon the report. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that after the preliminary ob- 
fervations he had made laft night, he fhould not enter into any 
argument ; but referring to the report on the table, which he 
trufted gentlemen had carefully confidered, moved That his 
‘V Majefty ihpuld be enabled to direA that Exchequer bills to 
** the amount of five ixiillions be ilTued to Commilfioners to be 
** by them laid out under certain regulations and reftridions, 
for the alfiftance and accommodation of fuch perfons^may 
<< apply for it, and who ihall give to fuch Commilfioners 
proper fecurity for the ifums that may be adVaxteed, for a 
time tO be Iftsited/' 
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The felk^lfig k aft extrad from the report 

The Ghantkllorof the Exchtcmcr laid before the Committee^ 
tpmr whiclt haul been detiircred to him on the 2.3d inflatity by the 
Lord. Mayor and Mr. Bofanquet ; which is jnfertcd in the appendix 
i 6 this fieport. He alfo ftatcd to the Committee, the circumftancea 
which had led to this paper being drawn up : That he hadf received 
ceprefehtations from many different ciuartei t, Vhich induced him to 
MievCf that the failures which haa taken place, had begun by a 
ihiti oh thqfc houfes who had iifued circulating paper, without being 
poileiTcd of fufficient capital ; but that the coni'equenccs had foon 
extended themfclves lb far as to affed many houfes ofgreat folidny^ 
and poflefTcd of funds ultimately much more than fufficient to anfwer 
all demands upon them ; but which had not the means of converting 
thofe fildds into money, or negociable fecurities, in time to meet 
the preffiire of the moment— That thefudden diferedit pf a confider- 
able quantity of paper, which had been iffued by different banks, ‘ in 
hfelf produced a deficiency of the circulating medium, which in the 
ordinary courfe of things could not be immediately replaced ; and 
that this deficiency occafioned material inconvenience in mercantile 
XranfadHons — That in addition to this immediate cffc£t, thefe circum- 
Aances alfo were reprefented to have induced bankers and others to 
keep in their hands a greater c^uantity of money than they thought 
neccilary in the ufual train of bufinefs, and that large Turns were 
thus kept out of circulation, and great difficulty arofe in procuring 
the ufual advances on bills of exchange, particularly thofe of a long 
d^e-^That many perfons were faid to be poiTeiTed of large fiocks of 
good# which they could not at prefent difpofe of, and on the credit 
of which they could not raife money — That this occafioned an in- 
terruption of the ufual orders to manufacturers ; which circumftance, 
togethei with the interruption of the means by which they were en- 
abled to make their weekly payn:ients, tended to prevent the employ- 
ment of a number of perfons engaged in different manufafturcs— 
That thefe evils were reprefented la likely rapidly to increafe to a 
▼ery ferious extent, if foine extraordinary means were not adopted to 
reftorc credit and circulation — That in confcqucnce of thefe repre- 
fentations, he had defired a meeting of different gentlemen, in onlef 
to obtain the befi; information in his power, reipcdlng the extent* 
of the evil, and the pollibility and propriety of any meafure to re- 
medy it — That after much difeuflion, all the gentlemen prefenc 
feemed to agree in a very llrong opinion of the extent of the evil, 
though many olbjeCtions at firff occurred to any plan for remedying 
it— That in the rcfult, it was agreed to defire the gentlemen,, whole 
names were mentioned in the paper now delivered, to meet the next 
day at rfie Manflon Houfc, to confider more particularly the pro- 
pofal for the ilTue of. Exchequer bills, to a certain amount, to be 
advanced under proper regulations, for the accoiqmodation of luch 
peifon# as might apply for the fame, and likewife the objections to 
which fuch a propofal might be lihble-^Atid that the paper which he 
had bid before the Convnittee,^ contained the opinioii.ol the fecond 
meetings . * 

'ne Chancellor of the Exchequer alfo gave an account to the 
Committee of an application that had come within his ktipwledge for 
tbe jf^cqnimodation and fupponof a houfc connefldi witH^ a very 



important manufacturing diftriCt. That the fum 
fupportand accommodation of this Houfe was comparativetjf fmall, 
and the fccurity propofed, as he had underllood front ttry gbod' au^ 
thority, was admitted to be unquefiionable ; but that the ap^ka* 
tion had hitherto been incffe&ual* ^ ' 

** The Lord Mayor informed the Committee, that, indonformi^ 
to the ftatement mentioned by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
eleven gentlemen met at the Maidjon Houfe oh the fele<%5d 
principally from that part of the preceding meeting, who had ex. 
prefTed the greateft diilicuities in finding out a remedy ; /and,' after a 
lo|^g difeuffion upon the fiibjeCt, they unanimoufly were of opinion, 
that tlie interpoution of Parliament was neceilary ; and that an ifi'ue 
of Exchequer bills, under certain rcgulatioiis and fiipulations, waa 
the beft practicable remedy. 

** Your Committee alio received information from Mr. Thorn- 
ton, Mr. Alderman Anderfon, and Mr. Chil'wcll, Members of this' 
Committee, with refped to iullances which had fallen under their 
pcrfonal obfervarion, to the following effeCl : 

** Mr. Thornton reprefented, that he was at this time acquainted 
with the litLiation of five or, fix mercantile houfes, who were in the 
poirellion of large quantities of goods, the produce of which would 
give them effectual relief; but that owing 'to the llagnation of trade, 
and the impoffibility of converting tl^efe goods into money, the 
houfes in queftion were under very great apprehenfion of being 
(liortly.obligcd to flop payment. 

** He informed the Committee, that he w^as lately appointed a 
trufiee for liquidating the concerns of a houfe in London, with ex- 
teniive conncCliions in the country, that had been obliged to fuf- 
pend its payments. That after the intervention of about three 
Weeks, it had been enabled to pay its acceptances, and within tw’tjlvc 
months would difeharge all its debts ; and that the partners had a 
reafonablc expectation of retaining a furplus of ioo,oool. And if 
they had had the opportunity of raifing only a moderate fum of 
money on the fccuritics which they held, the calamity that befel 
them, and their connections, might have been averted. 

“ Mr. Alderman Anderfon informed the Committee, that it had 
fallen under his own perfonat knowledge, that feven mercantile 
houfes, of known and undoiibtcd property, and with a large quan- 
tity of goods on hand, now not faleable, arc brought to very great 
dillrefs from the fcarcity of money, and will not be able to make 
good their payments, if not affilkd ; which Would prove of very fe- 
rious confequence to many other merchants and manufa^arers, to 
whom they fhind indebted. 

Mr. Chirwell ilatcd, that the prefent mercantile difirefs arofe 
from an alarming ftagnation of credit, which on his knowledge had 
reduced eight houfes of known and large property to fiop their pay- 
ments. That he alfo knew others of the fame delcription, who have 
had temporary allifiance from him and others, but which will bejn- 
eSbCtual, if the;^‘ are not farther relieved in a ftiorr time. He ^fo 
Hate^, that various applications hadi^een made to him from 'difie- 
rent houfes of undoubted and very conliderable capitals, which in 
Ordinary times, or even in times of preiTure, he would have afii^i^ed ; 
\SLtxd tha^ he if now only withheld by the uncertainty to whaf tjctcrit 
the mifehief may increafe from the prefent unexampled general 
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alaim ftnd want of credit. He alfo farther ilated, that if thofo 
Loufes were not i^ed, the confequence would be^ the immediate 
failure many others of good credit and fortune dependant on 
them. 

** Tour Committee underflanding that Mu Gilbert Innes, a 
Diredor of the Royal Bank of Scotland, was at prefent in London, 
defired his attendance, and receired information from him'* to the 
following effed, . 

That as a Diredor of the Royal Bank of Scotland, he has had 
many occafions to judge of the prefent ilate of commercial credit in 
Scotland. 

That the country is in very great diftrefs * and the two 
tered banks will not be able much longer, with prudence to them- 
felves, to fumilh the accommodation and fupport neceifary to diffe- 
rent mercantile and manufaduring houfes, nor to the country 
Banks ; and if fomething is not immediately done by Government, 
a very general failure may be expedted ; and that many houfes with 
undoubted effedls, and who would ultimately psiy all demands 
ngainff them, will be involved, unlefs they can obtain a temporary 
relief. 

** There have been feveral failures, and a very confiderable one 
lately, which is conneAed with manufadlurers who may ultimately 
be involved, and where feven or eight hundred perfons are now em- 
ployed. 

** The effedt of thefe failures in his opinion muff occafion many 
manufadlurcrs to be thrown out of employment, and he has hcara 
fome were already, dlfmilTed ; and fuch is the preffure of the times, 
that the difirefs it not ruin of feveral principal manufadfuring houfes 
may enfue. Many manufadlurers would have been difinifled, but 
for the Gberal fupport their employers have received from the Royal 
Bank; but that afliilance cannot without imprudence be continued 
without extraordinary aid. 

This prolpedt of dillrefs to the manufadlurers in his opinion 
arifes, not fo much from a failure of the ufual markets for the 
goods, as from the difficulty in difeounting in London and in Scot- 
land the lo^g datpd bills received for the goods. 

Great quantities of manufadtured goods belonging to manufac- 
turers in Scotland are now in London, for which, when fold, bills 
are granted for a fmall part at three months, and the remainder 
from fix to fourteen months, the greatefi: part of which goods have 
been formerly fold for long-dated bills, but are not fo now from the 
difficulty of obtaining difeounts ; and he has heard manufadlurers 
'fay they were willing to fell their goods with a confiderable lofs to 
obtain relief, by fates, for ready money* 

** Manufadlurers frequently borrow money for the putpofes of 
their trade on j^rfonal bonds, great part of that money has been 
calM for at Whiefundav next (15th May ;) and from the ftate of 
credit in Scotland, he has reafon to think the manufaAurtrs will 
not be able to anfwer thefe demands by borrowing on the former 
f urities. 

** Themanufiidurers keep as little flock in jtheir wamhoufes as 
they can, and as fafiiion fariet he (bould think the m^^rcantile inte- 
i^:^|Wiuld be more benefit by deppfiting ihe raw nsat^jdals on 
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E ledge, than the manufacturer, who howeter migl^t indirefily ho 
enefitcid by the advahce. 

He certainly thinks that paper ifliied on Government fecurity, 
and advanced upon the dcpolit of goods, pr other unqueftionabio 
private fecurity, would, when properly underfiood, be a material 
relief 114 the prefent diftrefs of Scotland ; and he has np doubt fe« 
yeral perfons might bp, found to concur in giving a joint fecurity for 
the fuf^rt of copartnerfliips, with perfect fa fety to the Public. 

** He believes the quantity of paper circulated by the country 
banks' has of late been conhderably diminifhed, and their difeounts 
01% bills of exchange greatly fo, hnce thefe troubles began. With 
regard to the Royal Bank, the circulation is nearly the fame, and 
the afliflance given to the country greatly Superior to what it haa 
given at any former period. 

In addition to thefe flatemepts, your Committee, when they 
were on the point of concluding their report, had the opportunity 
of receiving farther information from Mr. Macdowall, a member of 
this Houfe, who dated, that he is reprefentative in Parliament for 
the city of Glafgow, from whence he had this morning returned^ 

< and that he had the;re found all the commercial houfes andmanufac« 
turersin the greated didrefs, from the late dagnation of commercial 
credit, and total want of private confidence. 

The prefent didrefs docs not appear to him to arife from a 
want of property or funds, but from the dop which has been lately 
put to difeounring bills at any of the Glafgow, Paifley, or Green* 
ock Banks, w'ho have not for fome time pad jdifeounted to any ex* 
tent, from tlicir notes being poured in upon them for gold, and from 
the alarm which the prefent fituation of credit in London has occa* 
lioned. 

The manufacturers have plenty of goods on hand in Londo& 
and in Glafgow, which they cannot fell but at fo reduced a price, ai 
renders it perfectly abfurd for them to think of dil|K>fing of their 
goods, in order, to obtain immediate relief. The manufacturers, 
and thofe who have cotton mills, have begun to difeharge the work* 
men employed by them during the lad fortnight ; and by a letter 
received irom^the Lord Provod of Glafgow by him this morning, 
he learns that the manufacturers have difeharged a very great num* 
ber of workmen. There arc emplo/ed in Glafgow, Paifley and 
th#ir dependencies, in different parts of Scotland, about 160,000 
men, women, and children. Any relief to be adminidered, muf|; 
be given immediately to render it effectual.” 

Mr. FOX faid, that he did not think it wife for him to anti* 
cipate what reafons might be hereafter given to a Committeo 
for the advancing the fum now propofed, and for proceeding 
in the manner which might be hereafter dated j ceruinly re* 
ftriClions and regulations might appear to be wife, or otherwife, 
according to what thei/ nature might appear to be when tb^ 
were propofed, and therefore it did not appear to him to be im«- 
portant to debate upon chat part of the fubjeCl now. He hoped 
that the Committee would attend to thent when diey were 
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brought forward for difcuflion, and that they fliould hear i| 
great deal more than yet they had, before they fliould be 
called upon to come to any refolution. The general ground5 
and the circumftanccs on which this meafure proceeded, cer- 
tainly was in feme degree explained by the Report now be- 
fore them, and he could not expert thar"*\^hat he had to ad - 
vance would be much attended to, if it tended to differ from 
the fenfe of the Committee who prepared that Report. He 
had not the prefumption to think that his individual judgfe- 
meiit could have any weight againft tlie collertive fenfe of fo 
many gentlemen who were fo well qualified to form a good 
opinion upon the fubjeft ; but although he felt this inferio- 
rity, and knew it to be his duty to confefs it, yet he knew it 
to be his duty alfo to fubmit to the Committee fuch ideas as 
had occurred to him upon this fubjert. If any other obfer- 
vations fliould hereafter occur to him, he fliould think it a| 
duty which he ow'cd to the Public, from the fituation in 
which he flood, to give all the explanation in his power, 
particularly upon the mode of forming the regulations to 
which the Report alluded. He wifhed, however, to afford 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer an opportunity of afligning 
fomc reafon for the motion. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, the grounds of the refolution 
were fully detailed in the Report of the Selert Committee ; 
and he could not have the prefumption to fuppofe that any 
thing he was capable of faying could add to the information 
afforded by that Committee. Befides, a detail of that kind 
was better given in a written form, than it could in any ver- 
bal way. He thought it, however, his duty to affift as far as 
he was able, and would do fo. The reftrirtions and regula- 
tions alluded to were alfo contained in the Report. 

Mr. FRANCIS faid/ that, as the right honourable the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had expreffed a rcadinefs tq 
give any farther explanation or information that might be 
defired on the fubjert of this Report, he fliould take the li- 
berty of alking him, for what reafon the Direftors of the 
Bank of England had not been invited to undertake the ma- 
nagement and diftribution of the relief propofed to be given 
to ihe commerce and credit of individuals ; why it had not 
formally propofed to them to carry into executiqn ^ 
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tneafure, with the obje£ls of which they had^ from their 
iituation and from the conduA of their own bufmefs, a na- 
tural and neceflary conneftion, and muft of courfe poflefS 
knowledge and information fuperior to any that could be 
found hi a Board of Commiflioners newly appointed by Par- 
^TRment ? That the^ bufin<:*fs, propofed to be done by the 
Commiflioners, was in effeft what the Bank was now doing 
ev|ry day, and which they would only be called upon to 
perform with greater means and to a greater extent. That, 
if they accepted the trull, there could be no doubt of their 
performing it fafely for themfelves> and effeftually for the 
Public. If they refufed it, which could hardly be thought 
poflible from fuch perfons, in fuch an emergency, they 
would of courle aflign their reafons ; and if, on their part, 
the reafons of their declining (6 important a public fervice, 
were valid and fufficient, they would be infinitely ftronger 
on the part of Government, not to undertake a talk, which 
the Bank had refufed. At all events, the experiment ought 
to be made. If the Diredors of the Bank ihould alledge, 
that their funds were infufficient, or that they had already 
exerted their own means, as far as they could with fafety or 
propriety, that objedion woUld be removed by putting into 
their hands the Exchequer bills, which were to be entrulled 
to the Commiflioners, and leaving it to them to circulate and 
diftribute them, in whatever way they might think moft ad- 
vantageous to the commercial credit of the country. It 
would be difficult to conceive a reafon, aflignable by the 
Bank, for not engaging in an operation, faid to be of fuch 
prefling ntceflity to the commercial credit of the kingdom, 
which ought not much more to deter Government from at- 
tempting to execute it by their own agents. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that from the nature of the 
buiinefs the Bank had declined interfering, becaufe the fpe- 
cies of the fecurity to be given by thofe who wanted the 
temporary aid was not fuch as the Bank had been accuftomed 
to receive when bills were difcounted by them. The 
fure now propofed was of a temporary nature. . The prac- 
tice of the Bank upon difeount was permanent. The 
took fecueitifes for what buiinefs th^ tranfiided ip this wdy 
at two months. The fecurity to be given here was pot de* 
VAl.XXXV. Uu 
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terminable ait that time, and the depofiuwas of a nature 
which fhe Bank had not been accuftocned to a6l upon. 
Upon thefe grounds he thought we had no right to defire the 
Bank to alter their common praftice ; not that he conceived 
that by any mode the relief would be adminifterSd more 
pundually, juftly, or ably, than it w6uld be by the BanS ; 
but that had been already ftated by thefe gentlemen to be in- 
convenient. 

Mr. TAYLOR faid, that unlefs the plan which fliould be 
brought forward had good regulations againft patronage, lie 
fliould think himfelf bound to give it his negative. As to 
the obfervation that the Bank difeount bills only at two 
months, he did not fee why the Bank fliould not do fo ftill, 
and when thefe bills become due, to renew them for the fame 
length of time. This they might continue as long as they 
were plcafed with the fecurity. With refpeft to the relief 
propofed by the prefent plan, he had converfed with gentle- 
men who, in his opinion, were qualified to judge upon this 
fubjedl, and they laughed at the idea of confidering it as piy 
thing like a folid aflidance to thofe who now were, and 
might hereafter be, in want of aid in confcquence of the em- 
barraflment of commercial credit. He wi(hed’ with all his 
heart that the credit of the country might be fupported ; it 
was the interefl of all that it fliould ; but he did not think 
that would be done by putting all the merchants under the 
nod of the Minifter, which he feared would be the cafe when 
this plan was to be under the control of Commiflioners of 
the Minifler’s nomination. Indeed he mull confefs, that, 
unlefs he could fee better grounds to proceed upon than thofe 
fluted in the Report, he fliould not be able to give his aflent 
to the meafure now propofed. He added, that he believed in 
his confciencc that the plan now propofed was, by many 
mercantile men in this country, confidcred as abfurd and 
ufelefs. 

V Mr. Alderman CURTIS faid, that he had reafon to be- 
lieve the Honourable gentleman who fpoke laft was not quite 
fo well acquainted with the mafs of the mercantile people as 
he himfelf ncceflarily mufli'bc ; and he could aver, that, fo 
fer from laughing at, they all approved of thefaotfurc, antf 
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he, for his part, had not the finallcft doubt of its producinjjj 
the happieft cfFeas. 

Mr. TAYLOR, in explanation, faid, that he had a very 
rcfpciSable acquaintance with the merchants too ; feveral of 
■whomj who carried on trade to a very confiderable amount, 
were his own conlJituents, and avowed himfclf happy in 
poflefling their regard and confidence. 

|Mr. CHISWEJLL faid, he had . connc6lions with the 
mercantile gentlemen, arid he could in the moft pofitive 
manner declare, that the meafurc, fo far from being laughed 
at, w^as looked up to with hope and approbation. As a proof 
of this, he mentioned the effeiSl that the bare report had on 
’Change, namely, to raife the price of flocks confiderably. 

Mr. LE MESURIER faid, that as foon as the news 
reached the country, even in a general notice, of the Com- 
mittee being appointed, it had been attended with the moft 
beneficial effi:£ts ; and he aflerted, and pledged himfelf to 
fupport, that, fo far from laughing at it, all people at all 
concerned expreifed their gratitude and approbation. 

Mr. Alderman ANDERSON declared, that the meafure 
now propofed was, in his opinion, and in that of all with 
whom he converfed on the fubjeS, of that kind, that, if not 
granted, the moft ferious niifchiefs would follow. The ob- 
jedion againft the diftribution by Commiflioners was futib 
and unfounded ; for they had not the diferetionary power to 
refufe the loan, pn producing proper fecurity. He pofi- 
lively denied the cuftom of renewing the bills by the Bank, 
as mentioned by the honourable gentleman (Mr. Tayloi^ ; 
for when it appeared for the fake of raifing money, it was 
never granted. 

Mr. FOX faid, he did not wifti to trouble the Commi:tce 
much at length upon the prefent occafion. He felt the fub- 
jed to be fuch, that he hardly knew how to fpeak at all updn 
it, and the more fo, as he had confiderable doubts upon the 
expediency of the remedy, fuppofing the principle of the pro- 
pofed meafure to be unobjedionable. With regard to the 
neceffity of aiding the public erddit at this humiliating and 
unhappy moment, there was not indeed, either in that Houf^ 
or abroad,*any room for difference of opinion. The ftatc of 
public credit was matter of lamentation to this country. 

Uu a 
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Humiliating and lamentable it muft be ; for the very circum-* 
Itaiice of that Houfe being in a Committee to condder of 
means to aid the commercial credit of the nation was decided 
evidence of that fad. ; and he mud add, that, the whole taken 
into confideration, wc were furroiinded by circumdandes of 
dangerous nature. We wxre told, ths(t, in point of fa^f, 
there was no real danger, for that the diftrcfs was merely 
temporary, and that the remedy now propofed would be fu^y 
adequate to its removal. He wiflied to God that might turn 
out to be true ; but at the fame time it was not quite fatif- 
faftory to fee that Government were obliged to take up what 
the Bank of England would not touch. The anfwer to this 
was, that the Bank of England was not in the habit of enter- 
ing on a fpccnlation of this nature, and that it would not be 
conflftent with the regularity of their proceedings to do fo at 
this moment. Was thi re any thing fo peculiarly regular 
and preccdcnted in the Legiflature taking up the meafure, 
that, taught gentlemen there was no real danger? If the 
Bank of England, accuilomed as they were to contmercial 
dealings, thought it a feheme upon which it was not prudent 
to adventure, how did gentlemen arrive at nil at the conclu- 
fion that there was no danger to the Public in fuch an ad- 
venture ? If it was not the habit of the Bouk to advance 
money upon a certain fpecics of fecuri y, he would fay nei- 
ther had it ever yet been the habit of the Pu’oiic ro advance 
their money upon that feciirity ^ and that if there was to be 
any innovation in the affairs of commerce, it was better that 
it (hould bie made by the Bank than by the Public. But it 
feemed the Bank had been applied to in vain upon occa- 
fion. What was the rcafon why the Bank had been applied 
to in vain ? He feared the reafon why that application was 
unfuccersful would not be very proper to induce the Public t.o 
adopt the meafure. Thefe thoughts compelled him to enter- 
tain doubts upon the prudence of the prefent meafure. But 
it was again faid, that the Bank had already ilTued money 
enough upon dtfeount. If that was the reafon, he was afraid 
that the Public could not be much benefited by ifluing £x- 
^equer bills for five millions more. Means ihould rather 
pp devifed for paying off thofc in the market. He Hi&not (ay 
P«t his opinion upon this fubjeft was dire£t> but he cooid 

I 
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not help fuggefting hi&doubts, and he (hould he very glad to 
be anfwered by arguments, and declared upon his word 
he (hould be happy in hearing his obfervations refuted. He 
could not help again obferving, that the Bank muft have fome 
ftrong reafons for refuflng to difcount in the ufual way ; for^ 
]^nerally fpeaking, mey were pretty ready to difcount when 
they thought they could do fo with fatety, for that was well 
u^derAood to be for their intereil ;) if that was the cafe in ge« 
neral, how much more fo was it on the prefent occafion I 
Who could be more interefted in the general credit of the 
commerce of this country than the Bank of England} 
What then muft be the conclufion of a man of common 
fcnfe when fuch a body of men refufed to difcount ? What 
muft they think of the fituation of the country ? Thefc 
points prefting upon his mind, he owned he (hould not be 
forry to hear this fobjedl went no farther to-night. Again^ 
he muft obferve the Bank refufed all (bare in this bufinefs for 
one of two reafons ; either that they did not like the fecurity 
that was to be offered to them, or that they had already fo far 
employed their money as not to be able;, to afford the relief 
wanted. If the hrft was the reafon, there would be a diffi<» 
ciilty indeed in the way of the prefent meafure. The Com- 
miflioners, whoever they were, could hot be more c^nverfant 
in commerce ihan the gentlemen who had the man::gement 
of the affairs of the Bank of England, and there fore t i.e t lan 
could not have a very flattering profpeft of its iifue. If »he 
Bank hefitated, by what mode of reafoning was it that the 
Commiftioners (hould not hefltate ; and in this view he 
thought himfclf, as one of the truftees of the interefts of the 
Public, bound to helitate. If the other reafon was allowed^ 
namely, that the Bank had already iifued all it could aflFord, 
he could not fee the ultimate advantage to the public credit 
by the ilfuing Exchequer bills. He muft again repeat, thai 
he fpoke upon thofe points with doubts, which he (hould take 
pleafure in having removed, and grief in confirming, and he 
muft really fay he did not know lyhat to do. He knew not 
how to fay he (hould not agree to the Committee proceeding^ 
upon this fubjedk for the purpofe of fupporting the coikimer* 
ci^ crediT of the kingdom, and to remove the calamity of the 
coui^ry \ and yet he did (ce how this plan MrouU afdTwer 
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tjhe purpoTe for ¥rhich it was intended. ^ He felt alfo another 
diflkidty, and that arofe from a motive of delicacy,' from the 
circumftance of having had nothing to do with the entering 
into the prefent war, the caufe, in. his opinion, of all our 
Calamities ; having, on the contrary, done every thing in his 
power to prevent it, fo he did not wift/to be reprefented S" 
a perfon not feeling the calamity, becaufe he had not contri- 
buted to produce it. A very important part of the quedipn 
remained, he meant the conftitutional point that would be 
involved in it ; a matter in itTelf of the higheft: importance. 
How was Government to take what related to commercial 
dealings into its hands, without cftablifliing a precedent of 
the moft dangerous and alarming nature, and without crea- 
ting a general timidity in commercial men with regard to the 
fate of their future fpcculations ? How were the Committee 
fure that this would not damp fhe ardour of commerce, and 
ihake the general principle, which was the life of commerce^ 
itfelff^the Control which every man had over his own pro- 
perty i ' How were they fure that the Commiffioners, when 
appointed^ would be free from partiality, prejudice, favour, 
abid affe£iion, and all the weakneifes which were common to 
our nature ? and how could it be determined that thefe Com- 
miflioners would receive the fecurity of one whofe way of 
thinking upon politics might be agreeable to the Miniftcr, 
and refufe an equally good fecurity from a perfon of a con- 
trary way of thinking ? Was not this opening a path to the 
mod unconditutional and the moil dangerous patronage i 
Good God ! did the Committee fee the extent of the power 
which this might give to the Executive Government ? — a 
power which it was the beaded principle and the fird duty of 
that Houfe jealoufly to watch. Before, therefore, he (hould 
vote for fuch a mcafure, he ought to fee fomething like the 
probable cifefl of it. He ought to give power of this nature 
with a timorous and rcludant mind. He ought to feel the 
danger to which his'eountry was expofed in the poflible abufe 
of fuch a power. He ought to know fomething of the pro- 
pofed end before he confented to fuch a beginning. He re- 
peated, that although he was not in the lead degree accedary 
^ tlic commencement of this calamitous war, ybt4ie (houid 
|>c glad to be indrumental in bringing it to a conclufion as 
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fpeedily as could be efFefled with due regard to the houodr of 
this country. He blamed not the majority on that occafioiiy 
, but gloried in being one of the minority. He wifhed to ^ 
the hour when this deftru£live meafure was at an end^ for 
then dbmmercial credit would returni and with it commer'* 
"?ial enterprife and vigour. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS differed entirely from the right 
honourable gentleman who fpoke laft as (o the caufe of the 
prefent embarraffinent of commercial credit, and begged 
leave to enter a caveat againfl the conclufion that the war was 
the caufe. So far w^as he from being of that opinion, that he 
freely declared himfclf to be perfeflly perfuaded that the pre- 
fent embarralTment arofe from the profperous Hate of the 
country at large. The very circumftance of the prefent ftag- 
nation was a proof of the power and energy of this country. 
He really believed that this arofe from the circumftance of 
fome individuals having adventured beyond their capital, and 
they not being able to anfwer the fudden demands made upon 
them, had occafioncd a temporary diftrefs to others ; this was 
now, in his opinion, very improperly fet down as a great ca- 
lamity. But he fhould require much greater proofs before 
he (hould aferibe it to the want of general profperity.of the 
country. The right honourable gentleman had been pleafed 
to hint, that the prefect war was the caufe of this fudden 
check upon commercial credit ; but he had not brought for- 
ward one argument in fiipport of that aflertion. War, to a 
certain degree, moft undoubtedly muft affedt the trade of this 
and every commercial country ; but he faw nothing in this 
war in particular that diftingulflied it in that refpedl, as be- 
ing more calamitous than any other : and as to the credit 
which the right honourable gentleman took for being in the 
minority when that fubjedi was debated, he was perfedlly 
welcome to take all the advantages which he might think 
ought to attend that circumftance. He (hould not now fay 
any thing of the merits or the demerits of the war at this me-, 
ment ; that queftion had been fully difeufled and determined 
by the Houfe, and, in his opinion,* by the Public. He (hould 
only fay, that he had not heard any thing that altered his 
mind upen*that fubjedl ; and he muft declare, it appeared to 
him a war in which the honour> the happinefs, and perhaps 
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the very exiftence of the State depended ; and when gentle* 
men blamed Adminiftration for entering into it, they would 
well to remember, that it was declared againft us. , He 
muft, however, infift that our commerce was not connedled 
with the objeft of the war*. With refpedi to the Bank of 
England haVing declined to enter into thS bufinefs now aboflF^ 
to be propofed for the interference of Parliament, he infifled 
that this did hot arife from any doubt they had of the folven^y 
of many merchants who now wanted temporary aid, but that 
the whole mode of admlniftering the aid would be contrary 
to the fyftem which had been invariably purfued by the Bank, 
and therefore he wiflied it not to be underdood that it was the 
diffidence of the Bank, but that they were determined to 
make no alteration in their plan, and in this he thought them 
wife ; for although the fecurity to be given of the folvcncy 
of thefe merchants was of itfelf indifputable, dill it was not 
of the nature which the Bank had been accudomed to re- 
ceive they had only been accudomed to difcqunt bills, 
whereas the fecurity here was that of fubdantial goods, and 
really there Teemed to him to be nothing alarming in the 
meafure at all ; the goods were well known in many indances 
to be worth much more than the fum for which they ihould 
be depofited ; and, indead of this being an alarming meafure, 
it appeared to him to be matter of triumph to this country ; 
for in truth this would be lat lad nothing more than the real 
wealth of the kingdom danding as a fecurity for its paper 
currency. As to the conditutional point, he allowed that 
pan of the quedion to be new ; but then it was judified by 
the neceffity of the circumdances ; and really, upon the fup- 
pofed partiality with which the Commiffioners might conduct 
themfelves, he could only fay, that if the morals of the age 
were fo depraved, that no fet of men could be truded, there 
was an end of us altogether as a community. What reafen 
could there be for fuppofing that the Commiffioners to be ap- 
pointed to conduft this bufinefs would be men lefs honoura- 
ble than even the Directors of the Bank of England i He 
Irnew not who they were tb be, but he had no doubt but that 
they would be of perfeA integrity, and that it would matter 
not to them whether a merchant came to them with a blue 
loat trimnied witbxed or lined with buffj they would attend 
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bnly to the nature of the fccurity he fliould offer, they 
would take care that the Public fhould be pledged for nothing 
that was not properly fecured. Feeling thefe points, lb 
ftrongly, he muft confefs he had heard nothing like a reafon 
why^he Ihould not give to this meafure his moft hearty 
siflent. 

■A 'N 

Mr. FOX fald, that the right honourable gentleman 
‘ feemed to have forgotten the nature of the fiibjcft altogether. 
He infifted on the wealth of the nation being anfwerable for 
all the aid to be given under this mcafurc, and feemed to 
treat with contempt the idea of tlic exigence of any cala- 
niity ; whereas the Report of the Committee itfelf dated 
the fubje61 to be a calamity. Rut what he had endeavoured 
to imprefs upon the Committee was, that this meafure was 
likely to produce ferious mifehief to the country. His ob- 
ject was not to debate upon private relief to individuals, but 
to preferve the Public ultimately from the moft complete 
ruin by an unprecedented fpcculation, and a dangerous attack ^ 
on the principles of the Conftitution itfelf, upon w'hich the 
whole of our profperity depended. With refpedl to the ob- 
fervatlon that the war was not the caufe of the failures, he 
could not prove that to be the cafe in every inftance that had 
been yet found ; but certainly it was in the mind of every 
man of fenfe prirna facie evidence of the faft. With regard 
to the nccelliiy, he allowed that to be great indeed \ but 
whether this was the proper remedy was his doubt. Nothing 
he had heard w ith refpeft to the Bank had fatisfied him. 
"The right honourable gentleman faid they were not ufed to 
the mode propofed ; poflibly not, nor were the Public either. 
The conftilutional cbjecSions too appeared to him to be iin- 
anfvvcred; perhaps the greateft objeftions of all in a free 
government. 

Mr. S. THORNTON faid, that, as a proof of the difpo- 
fition of the Bank Diredlors to do every thing in their power, 
in the ufual courfe of their buiinefs, for the accommodation 
, of the Public, they had in the courfc of two months employ- 
ed forty additional clerks. It *vas their wifh, however, to 
coniine themfclves to the fort of accommodation to which 
they had ^ecn accuftomed. But if their experience could be 
of any fervice in promoting the relief now propofed to be 
.VoL. XXXV. X X 
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granted, they would be ready to lend two or three of the 
moft experienced and able of their body to aid the Commif* 
fioners. As a proof that the quantity of Exchequer bills in 
their hands did not cramp their operations, they had lad year 
advanced 4,5oO|OOol. on Exchequer bills. The fum now 
advanced by them would foon be reduced to Icfs “"than^ 
2,ooOjOOol, exclufive of the i,5oo>oooK which they had 
agreed to advance on the vote of credit. 7'he war was not 
the caufc of the prefent diftrefs, but the immenfe quantity of 
paper in circulation, although he admitted that the war had 
accelerated the failure of that paper. 

Mr. HARRISON afl<ed if any propofitions had been 
made to the Bank on the fubjefl: of adminiftering the relief 
propofed to be granted ? If not, the argument that the Bonk 
“ chofe to decline it was premature. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, he had made no dire£l pro- 
pofitions on the fubjeft ; but he had reafon to believe that 
the Bank did not chufe to undertake the management. 

Mr. HARRISON faid, that whatever reluftance the Bank 
Direftors might feel to go out of their ordinary line of bufi- 
nefs, their regard for the public convenience might induce 
them, if afkcd, to do what they would otherwife willi to 
decline. To fay, therefore, that they would not undertake 
the management was merely an alTumption. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT then faid, that he had made no 
formal propofition ; but he had repeated intercourfe with 
many of the Diredlors of the Bank, and it w^as their decided 
opinion that the Bank Ihould not interfere ; and that not fo 
much for the trouble of infringement on their cftabliflied 
. habits as that they confidercd it more beneficial to the Public 
to have it placed in other hands* 

Mr. LAMBTON faid he wifhed not to throw any diffi- 
culty in the way of the relief propofed. But if the diftrefs 
arofe from the want of markets for goods, the want of mar- 
kets muft naturally be fuppofed to arife from the war. 
Now, if the perfons applying for relief, and pledging their 
goods becaufe they could not /ind a market, (hould fail in re- 
payment, Rbw would the Commiffioners, or any perfons 


who might buy the goods when brought to fale by the Com- 
mj ill lfm crs, be able to find a market i On this viisw^f the 
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fubje6l, he was afraid that if the war (hould continue^ the re« 
iicf would be only temporary.' 

Mr. Chancellor PITT wiflicd the Houfe to recolleft that 
the Sclcft Committee had found that the recent failyres were 
owing not, as had been alledged, to any ruinous efFefls of the 
‘war, but to the wSint of a circulating medium — not to want of 
coin or wealth, but to a (toppage of difeounting. As to the 
facility of markets, he acknowledged that it was impeded in 
tome refpeSs by the general war ; but the Houfe mlifl perceive 
that by <he v/ar between Great Britain and France it fuffered 
but very little ; for, on viewing the whole of Europe, it would 
be found that, notwithftanding the commercial treaty, our di- 
re£l trade with France was comparatively fmall, and that the 
diminifhed market was the efFe£l of a general war, wlpch 
flopped the tranfit of goods through the continent, and which 
mifehief would have been increafed, if Great Britain had not 
interfered ; but that elFc£l did not reach the internal ftate of the 
cafh and commerce of this country. He faid it w'as obvious 
to the meaneft capacity that it was not a diminution of wealth, 
but a caufe comparatively fmall, which had produced thofe 
alarming events. He then called upon the Houfe to compare 
the prefent war with others, and to fee whether they, had ever 
produced fuch an efFe£l. No, never : the juft mode of weigh-* 
ing the matter was to confider not the private mifearriages, 
but the public credit, /. e, the Funds, and the efFefls of the 
war upon them ; and it would be found that thofe effefts were 
lefs than on any former occafion. Jf it was the war which 
produced the concuflion, public credit would firft feel it, and 
the private commercial credit only from thc' rebound of it. 
Has the war,” faid he, ** been marked, even as much as 
any former, by any fmifter event to produce fuch an effeft i 
** Has our commerce fuffered? Have captures been made 
upon us ? Have we fuffered dangerous defeats, or fuftained 
any lofs by it in any part of the world ? No : the reverife 
is the fad. A*nd as to the diminution of market, the ge- 
ncral war would have done that at all events; ftill more, 
too, if we had not been made parties in The diminu* 
tion of market, at moft, only retarded, but did not leffen, our 
jcommerce ; goods fold the flower, but did not lofe their valuer 
though they came late to market ; and if in the interval of that 
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fufpcnfion of commerce mercantile people were likely to be 
ruined, it was the policy and duty of that Houfe to prevent it 
by all the means they could devife ; and when it was confider- 
ed that the plan of the propofed meafure was to reftridl: the fum 
to be lent to half the value of the goods, no poffiblc rilk, he 
thought, eould enfue. He referred to the Report of the Selc£U 
Committee as irrefiftible, and coi^lqded with faying, that the 
objedlion of partiality might with equal jtiftice be attributed to 
any poflible mode of adminlftering relief that could be adopted*; 
an'd when he fhould have the honour of producing the names 
of the Commillioners he propofed to the Houfe, they would 
judge how far fuch a charge was likely to be applicable, and 
would exercife their difcrction accordingly. 

Mr. SPIER I DAN faid he admitted the ncccflity of fome 
remedy, and differed only about the means. In ftating the de- 
ficiency of market, the right honourable gentleman took into 
his account only the lofs of the confiimption of France, with- 
out eflimating the great quantity of our manufactures circu- 
lated through French ports to other countries. If there W'ere 
not a great deficiency of market produced by the w'ar, the 
manufafturers would be overftocked with raw materials inftead 
of manufactured goods. The true remedy for the prefent dif- 
trefs of the country was for Minifters to turn their attention 
carneftly to peace — not to peace with France only, but to rc- 
ftoring the general peace of Europe. The fituaiion of the 
country, \^hcther gentlemen liked better to call it humiliating 
or unfortunate, certainly was not fuch as to jultify the right 
honourable Secretary’s mode of argument. To aillrt that the 
diftrefs of commercial credit was owing to the great profperity 
of thcf country, might make a very fonorous period, but would 
riot' be much reliihed in the City. It would be confidered as 
but a poor compliment to congratulate a man on his having 
proved himfelf one of the moft induftrious rnanufaClurers, or 
enterprifing merchants, by getting into the Gazette as a bank- 
rupt. No proof was yet given that the Bank DireCkors would 
refufe to undertake the management of the plan propofed. 
Let gentlemen look at the part of the Report which recom- 
mended doing it by Commillioners : they would there fee 
|he Commiflioners muft have an able folicitor, able brokers tp 
and value the goods^ clerks, &c., &c. ; antfwhen^t 
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svas confidered that the principal Board of Commiffioncrs mull 
have fubordinatc boards, wi^h bro]&crs and clerks, the Com* 
mittee muft .tee that the patronage would be moft exteufive. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had not confulted his' right 
honoui^ble friend on the choice of the CommilTioners, and 
^hereafon was now plain. The right honourable Secretary’s 
extraordinary purity, his confidence that no man could be inr 
fluenced by partialities or prejudices in the difeharge of fuch a 
triftl, rendered him totally unfit to be confulted. Ther right 
honourable Secretary, in his own praftice at the Board of 
Control, and other Boards with which he was acquainted, knew 
fo well that favours were conferred with equal readinefs on the 
friends of Minifters and of Oppofition, that he expefled the 
fame impartiality every where elfc. Other perfons, however, 
might be influenced by their prejudices, without being con- 
feious of it. The Commiffioners were to judge not only of the 
value of goods, but of pcrfonal fecurity ; and they might think 
a man unfit to be triifted, becaufe he happened to be one of the 
Friends of the People, whofe refponfibility would have been 
undoubted, if he had the good fortune to be an Aflbciator.-r- 
The obvious confequcnce of the meafure would be to bring the 
whole commercial intereft of the country into the moft abjeft 
fiibferviency to the Miniftcr of the day ; for although the re- 
medy was faid to be only temporary, people remembering the 
prefent calamity would apprehend that fuch another might hap- 
pen, and every perfon would naturally be afraid of being con- 
fidcred as a marked man in the hour of diftrefs. 

Mr. LAjMBTON faid, no notice was taken of the nature 
of the fecurities, whether they were to be raw materials or ma- 
nufaftures ; if the latter, much of their value depended on the 
faftiion of the day. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, it was thought beft to leave 
this to the diferetion of tjie Commiffioners. 

Mr. FOX faid, the Chancellor of the Exchequer had made 
one aflertion which he apprehended to be unfounded, viz. that 
the fall in the price of the public funds had been lefs on the 
Ifomnlcncement of the prefent war, fhan on that of any former^ 
He did not pretend to be quite accurate, but he believed that 
laft year, .when there was no apprehenfion of war, three per 
cents hadiTeeu at 97, and when the war began they fell to 71, 
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being a difference of 26 per cent., a greater difference than ho 
imagined' the commencement of any former war had occa- 
fiofied. 

Mr, Chancellor PITT faid, he had not confidered the re- 
lative differences with much accuracy ; he meant only to fpeak 
of the (late of the prices imce the commencement of the warf 
compared with the fliiftuations immediately before it. 

Mr. FOX faid, the difference between the confidence in 
peace, and the certainty of war, was nearly fuch as he had 
ftatcd ; a difference which, according to the right honourable 
gentleman’s own argument, mud have had a material effe6I on 
private credit. 

Mr. ROSE faid, that on the commencement of the w'ar in 
1756, three per cents fell from 100 to under 80. That the 
time of the greateil profperiiy of a country might be the time 
of greateft diftrefs to commercial credit, appeared trom what 
happened in this country in 1772 ; and he had Ihewn that his 
right honourable friend w'as right in afierting, that the price of 
the public funds had been lefs affefted by the prefent, than by 
former wars. 

Mr. FOX faid, the honourable gentleman had fliewm the 
direft contrary, inafmuch as 21 was lefs than 26. The dif- 
trefs of 1772 was but of ihort duration, and required no extra- 
ordinary remedy — a melancholy contraft to the prefent diftrefs 
ts fet forth in the report. 

Mr. W. SMITH faid it 'was ncceflary to do f»mething, and 
he (hould only recommend feme future alterations in the mode 
of doing it. He was forry that the advance on goods depofited 
was to be reftrifted to 50 per cent. Three per cents were at 
77 tvt'o years after the American w^ar began, and after two 
loan::. If the want of circulating capital was the caufe of the 
evil, fix millions taken out of circulation by the loan, in con- 
fequence of the war, muft have added conliderably to it ; and 
Navy and Vidualling bills were at a difeount of eight per cent, 
inftead of two pef cent, as probably would have been the cafe 
but for the war. 

The refolution was agreed to. 

The Houfe refolved into a Committee on the Government 
and Trade of India. 

Mr. DUNDAS moved his firft propofition. 
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Mr. FOX faid, he fliould make no oppofitlon to the propo- 
litions in their prefent forrn, as his objections would come 
more properly when they were incorporated into a fyftem, 

The firft and fecond paifed without oppofition. On the 
third, without any debate, the Committee divided, 

Ayes, no; Noes, 26 

The Chairman reported progrefs, and leave was given to lit 
again on Thurfday. Adjourned. 

Wednejdayy iJlMay. 

The report of the Committee of yefterday lipon the ftate of 
commercial credit, was brought up. The refolurion for if- 
fuing five millions by Exchequer bills, under certain reftric- 
tions, &c. being read, 

^Mr. JEKYL faid, that after what had already pafled upon 
this fubjeft, he had no defire to trouble the Houfe at much 
length, but he thought it his duty to fay a few words. It had 
been reprefented to him, from men of great rcfpcClability in the 
city of London, that the embarrafiment of public paper credit 
was not confined to the refufal of difeount at the Bank, but that 
there were accommodating bills now in circulation to the amount 
of feven millions of money. If that was true, the funi now 
propofed would be much below what would be w anted to fup- 
port paper’ credit in this country ; he fubmitted, therefore, 
whether it might not be proper that the fum, iriftcad of five, 
ihould be feven millions. 

Mr. ADAM went much at large into the whole of thisfub- 
jeft, touching on each particular branch of it in its order ; from 
premifes thus derived, his conclufion was, that the prefent 
mode was not the bed that might be devifed to obtain the end 
defired — to reftore general confidence throughout the country 
with regard to commercial credit. The mode which he re- 
commended was, that one million, or a million and a half, 
ihould be ifiued by Exchequer bills, as a fecurity for individuals 
who, under certain regulations, fhould apply to the Bank for 
the difeount on bills. If the Bank had this fecurity they would 
difeount as ufual. The reftoration of difeount at the Bank 
would produce a general reftoration of credit, and *all fubor* 
dinate difeounts would naturally flow in their due order all ^ 
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over thekingdom) and thofe who applied for afliftance^ would 
have it at the moderate intereft of five per cent. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT did not approve of this plan, becaiife 
the Bank would not difcount bills upon the fpecies of fecurity 
which thofe who were to be relieved under the fyftem fyopofed 
by the refolution now before the Houfe had to offer. He dick 
not think the plan of the honourable gentleman fufficiently ex- 
tenfive for the propofed objeft. 

Mr. FOX obferved, that the Exchequer bills to be ifliieG in 
purfuance of this refolution, were to be at twopence halfpenny 
percent, per day intereft. Other Exchequer bills were at the 
intereft of threepence per cent, per day. Thefe bills, when 
iftiied, might be at a fort of difcount, and it might poflibly be 
the cafe, that a perfon being governed by the market price, 
might in faft be compelled to pay fix or feven per cent, for 
this aid from the public purfe. This ought to be explained ; 
for it did not appear to him to be very delicate, at a time when • 
we had ftatutes againft individuals taking more for the ufc of 
their money upon any contrail than five per cent. If it was 
thought advifeable to repeal thofe ftatutes, and to make the rate 
of intereft fubjeil to the flufluation of a market, poflibly there 
might not be any very ftrong reafons for oppoling fiich a mca- 
furc ; but while thefe laws continued, he thought it would not 
be proper that perfons, aided by the Public upon a public oc- 
cafion, (hould pay more than what the law cftablillies in all 
other cafes. 

Mr^ Chancellor PITT faid a few words, importing that 
perfons having very extraordinary aid, fliotild not complain if 
they gave fomething more than five per cent, intereft. 

' Mr. H. THORNTON entered into the fubjeci much at 
large, and in the courfe of his fpeech faid, he believed that, all 
cxpcnccs defrayed, the perfon receiving afliftance under the 
prefent plan, would be compelled to pay intereft at the rate of 
between fix and feven per cent. The honourable Member then 
aftigned reafons for wiftiing that the intereft ftiould be kept 
as nearly as could be to five per cent. 

After a fciy words frgm Mr. HuflTey, Mr. Chifwcll, and 
Mr. W. Smith, the refolution was read a fecond time, ' agreed 
$ 0 , and a bill ordered to be brought in, in purfuance of it. 
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The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved, that the amende 
merits made by the Lords in the Traitorous Correfpondence 
bill be now taken into confideration. 

Mr. CURWEN renewed his objeflibns to the bill, and de* 
dared that he muft again fay, it appeared to him to be part of 
a plan to keep up a falfe alarm. 

. A debate took place, fupported by the Attorney and Solicitor 
<Seneral, and the Maftcr of the Rolls on the one part, who aU 
thought that the bill was better when it left that Houfe, but as 
to all of the moft material alterations they would agree to them, 
under an apprchenfion that the bill might otherwife be loft. 

Their arguments were anfwered by Mr. Fox and Mr. 
Adam. At laft the Houfe went through the amendments, 
and ordered a meflage to the Lords, to inform them that that 
Houfe had agreed to" their Lordlhips’ alterations with fome 
amendments. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT brought up the bill upon the refolu- 
tioii of the Committee on the Rate of commercial credit — read 
a firft time, and ordered to be read a fecond tilne to-morrow, 
and to be printed. — Adjourned. 

Thurfday^ 'id May. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE prefented a petition, on behalf of the 
inhabitants of Sheffield, figned by eight thoufand perfons, pray- 
ing for a parliamentary reform ♦ 

* To the Honourable the Commons of Great Britain in Parliament 

afl’cmbled. 

The Petition of the Inhabitants of the town and neighbourhood of 
' Sheffield, 

Sheweth, 

That the B^oufe of Commons h not, iajthc juff fenfe of the words, 
what your petitioners are from form obliged to term it, viz. “ 'T he 
“ Commons ©f Great Britain in Parliryncnt allembled,’’ not being 
freely elc£lcd by a inajoiity of the whole people, but by a ve ry fmall 
portion thereof ; and that from the p.irtial manner in which Mem-‘ 
bers arc fent to Parliament, and their long continuance there, they 
are not the real, fair, and independent rcjprcfentativcs of the whole 
people of Great Britain. 

Your pc’titioncrs are lovq-s of peace, oFliberry, and of jufiice. 
They arc in general tradefmen and artificers, unpoflrefied of freehold 
land, and ginfequently have no voice in chufing Members to fit in 
Parliament; — but though dicy m:ty not be frechbUleiSj they arc 
men, and do not think themfelvesdairly ufed in being eattluded the 

Voi.XXXV. Yy 
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Mr. Dunoombe fbted, that although he prefented this pe- 
tition^ he did not approve of the manner in which it had been 
worded ; he faid fo to thofe who defired him to prefent it^ but 
they were determined it (hould t>e prefented, and he did fo in 
compliance with their wifhcs. He faid he had prefented fcve- 
ral petitions for a parliamentary reform and to a temperate 
reform he had always been, and dill was, a friend ; but he 
would not go the length which Teemed to be the objeA of this 
petition, a reprefentation from population alone : we had too 
ihuch reafon to diflent from fuch a planj from the confiifion 
and anarchy of France. But, however, as far as the words of 


rights of citizens. Their all is at ftake, equally with the freeholder’s ; 
and whether that all be much or little, whilft they pay their full 
ihare of taxes, and are peaceable and loyal Members of Society, they 
fee no reafon why they flioiild not be confulted with refpedt to the 
common interells of their common country. They think men are 
objects of reprefentation, and not the land of a freeholder, or the 
houfes of a borough -monger. 

It is not merely becaufe heavy and grievous taxes opprefs them, 
that your petitioners pray for the reform of abufes, which are too 
notorious to be denied oy the moil prejudiced ; It is as much on ac- 
count of the application of the money, as of the money itfelf, for 
which they arc concerned. ' They love their country, and would 
contribute a portion of their laft (hilling to its fupport, were they 
fure that every (lulling paid was well expended. They praj*^ allb 
for the corre£iion of this abufe, becaufc they arc convinced that 
upon it depends the peace, happinefs, and profperity of their coun- 
try. 

That your petitioners wifla the Houfe of Commons to become the, 
true reprefentative, or judgement of the Commons of Great Britain, 
and the undoubted Guardian of the intcrefts of the people. That 
the delegates and thcirconllituents may feel one common intered. 
Members of Parliament (hould be choice for (liort terms; and de- 
fending from their delegated (lation, mix again with the people by 
whom they were chofen. 

That the voice of the great body of the people ought not to be 
fmothered by the voice of a partial intered ; hut (liould be fairly and 
fully heard : as nothing (liort of this will do away that unhappy fpiric 
of difeontent which To generally prcvaili^n our country ; and this 
done, neither proclamations nor profecutions will be aeceffary to (e- 
cure its tranquillity and peace. 

Your petitioners therefore, relying with the greateft confidence 
on the virtue of fome, and on the candour, good fenfe, prudence, 
andjudice of all, hope this honourable Houle will take thefe pre- 
mifes into their mod (erlous confidcration, and adopt fuch a plan^of 
dSedlual reform in the reprefentation of the Commons in Parliament, 
and of the duration of the fame, as to their wifdotfl ^ihall Teem 
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this petition were to be confidered^ he begged leavb to teU tbe 
Houfe, that the petitioners were only manufaAurers, and not 
very well acquainted with the language required for addfie^g 
the Houfe of Commons, and that circumftance, he tnifted^ 
would be an extenuation of their fault. He then moved, 
“ That the petition be now brought up.*' 

.Mr. RYDER oppofed the bringing up of the petition, on 
t]^e ground that it was not worded in a' manner fufhciently re* 
fpeftful to that Houfe, and that they could not, confidently 
with their qwn dignity, receive it. 

Mr. FRANC obferved, that neither the honourable gen- 
tleman who fpoke laft, nor any other of the honourable gen- 
tlemen who oppofed the bringing up the petition, had pointed 
out any one difrcfpeftful expreflion contained in it. It hSd 
been faid, that the prayer w'as not objedled to ; but how was it 
pofiible to pray for a reform in the reprcfcntation of the people 
in Parliament, w ithout ufmg terms in the body of the petition, 
which might be conftrued, by ingenious men, into difrefpedl 
for the Houfe of Commons ? In his opinion, it would be but 
fair in gentlemen to Hate ihofe particular paffages which appear 
to them fo highly objedlionable. 

Mr. RYDER explained, that his objection did not go to the 
prayer of the petition ; but it appeared to him, that what was 
faid by the petitioners, in the beginning of the petition, that 
that Houfe was not, in fa£l, w^hat they were obliged, in form, 
to call them, was fo highly difrefpeflful to the Houfe, that 
they would altogether lofe fight of what was due to their own 
dignity, if they fiiould allow the petition to, be brought up. 

Mr. GREY faid, he had hoped that the honourable gentle- 
man w'ould not have confined himfelf to the general obJe£lion 
which he had mentioned, but Would have pointed out fome fpe- 
clfic expreflions, particularly indecent and difrtfpeftful to the 
Houfe. The petition from the town of Nottingham had been 
alluded to, and it had been faid that, if no difference could bo 
fihewn between that petition and it, the prefent ought to (hare 
the fame fate that it had done. He, for one, did certainly 
think that the Nottingham petition ought to have been receiv- 
ed ; but, on the fuppolition that the reje^fion of that petition 
had been jright, it was furcly incumbent on ihofe who, on the 
ground of that precedent, oppofed the prefent petition^ to point 

Yy 2 
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out the particular expreflions in it, which are fimilar to thofe 
whidi had been fuppofed objedionable in the Nottingham pe- 
litioi^. ' He could fee nothingMifrefpeftful in this petition — 
nothing for which he thought it neceffary to ftale an extenua- 
tion. If any thing contained in it fliould be fo conflruedi and 
the petition^ on that account, rejefled, gentlemen iitight fay, 
as they pleafed, that the people had a right to petition for a re- 
form of the reprefentaiion in Parliament ; but they would deny 
to them, in the fame breath, the power of cxercifing fucli 
right. Did he conceive that the Houfe .of Commons are, at 
this moment, in a juft fenfe of the word, a proper reprefcnta- 
tion of the people in Parliament, he would not certainly bring 
forward that motion, of which he had given notice, and which 
he meant to fubmit to the confideration of the Houfe on Mon- 


day. Had the petitioners been of that opinion, they would not 
have petitioned the Houfe. With what decency, he would 
alk, can honourable gentlemen fay, that thofe fentiments and 
cxpreftions are indecent and difrcfpe6lfiil to that Houfe, which 
they themfelves have, over and over again, exprefled to their 
conftituenls ? The right honourable gentleman oppofite to 
him (Mr. Pitt) had done fo ; a noble Duke (Richmond) had 
done fo alfo. Petitions too, for the fame purpofe with the 
prefent, and couched in language no lefs ftrong, had been on 
former occafions preferited and received by the Houfe. One 
petition had been prefented from the county of Nottingham, 
brought forward when the right honourable gentleman (Mr. 
Pitt) was Minifter, in the year 1785, and received by the 
Houfe. This petition Mr. Grey read, which ftated, in gene- 
ral, that the petitioners had been taught to revere the conftitu- 
tion, and, while things went well, they had retained that be- 
lief ; but fatal experience had Tindeceived them, apd taught 
them that the profperity of former times had been dferived only 
from the better fpiritof the times, &c. He then maintained, 
that nothing was ftated in the prefent petition which had not 
been ftated, in equally plain terms, in the petition which he 
had juft read, and in others which had been received by the 
Houfe. Were they then, he« would afk, to ttftt the people, 


that, inftead of afting upon one uniform rule of right and juf- 
tice, they were to be regulated by whim, or by 
q^venient at the time, to the inicreli of certain N#-. 
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thing was, in his mind, fo elTential to the procuring rerpeft to 
that Houfe, as confiftency in its proceedings ; and nothing 
could be fo derogatory to its dignity, as to encourage the people 
to ftate fairly their grievances, and then, when they did coixie 
•forwarS with a fair ftatement, to turn (hort round upon them, 
and rcfufe to receive their petitions, upon a little inaccuracy of 
cxpredion. In his opinion the Houfe could not do fo, with 
any regard to its own dignity, or without forfeiting all claim 
to refpcft ; and he muft therefore give his vote for receiving the 
petition. 

rilr. WILBERFORCE faid, that it appeared to him that 
the honourable gentleman who fpoke lad; had confounded two 
things which were p ‘rfc£lly diftinft *; and upon that very dif- 
tinilion he grounded his fentioients tvith refpeft to this peti- 
tion. The honourable gentleman feemed to fuppofe, that the 
petitioners muft have a right to ftate in their petition whatever 
he might fpeak in his place in the Houfe, and in the fame 
terms. To thisdoSrine it was impoftible for him to fubferibe. 
Liberty of fpeech, and freedom of difeuffion, in that Houfe, 
formed an eftential part of the conftitution of this country ; but 
it w^as neceftary that perfons coming forward as petitioners, 
(hould addrefs the Houfe in decent and refpeftful language ; in 
faying this, he ftood up, nor for the dignity of the Houfe of 
Commons only, but for that of the whole Commons of Great 
Britain. Thofe who wiftiedthat any refpeft fliould he paid to 
that Houfe, were called upon to give the moft determined op- 
pofilion, to what rather feemed to be a fyftematic defign, of 
prefenting petitions to the Houfe, couched in the moft inde- 
cgit and difrefpedlful language, for the purpofe of trying how 
far they would bear with fuch infults, and perhaps even with 
the view of their being rejefted. This, he conceived, w^as not 
more injurious to the Houfe than to the honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Grey) himfclf, and to all thofe who wiftud for a mode- 
rate reform ; for wiiat could tend more to confound thofe who 
aim at reform of any kind, with thofe who vvifli to overfet the 
conftitution, and with the people who are commonly called 
Jacobins ? He concluded with facing, that, though Member 
for the county from whence the petition came, he thought it 
fo hjghly^iftdeccnt and difrefpeftful to the Houfe, that he felt 
he could not do otherwife than vote againft its being received. 
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Mr. LAMBTON faid, that any diffidence which the peti- 
tioners might have expreiTed as to the honourable gentleman 
who fpokelaft, or his colleague, prefenting their petition, he 
muft prefume to have been rather the cffeA of their total filence 
laft year, with'refpe£l to the fubje6l of it, than from any idea 
of its containing expreffions difrefpeflful to the Houfe. He * 
wifhed, indeed, that honourable gentleman would take the 
trouble to point out any expreffions of difrefpeS. The peti- 
tion had been fald to come from ignorant tradefinen, and if lo, 
pollfhed language was hardly to be expelled ; but why did not 
the honourable gentleman and his colleague advife them to alter 
or foften any expreffion which feemed to them improper ? He 
mud conclude they had not done fo, bccaufe they w^ifhed the 
petition to be rejefted. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE explained, that although he thought 
many paffiages in the petition extremely objetdionabic, yet had 
the firftpalfage been omitted, which he chiefly objcfled to, and 
which went to deny the conftitutional exiftence of that Houfe, 
he would have given his vote for receiving the petition. With 
refpe6l to w^hat had been faid of his own condud, and that of^ 
his colleague, in not giving their advice to the petitioners, they 
had not done fo, becaufe they fuppofedthey had better advifcrs, 
whofe opinions they would be more apt to be influenced by. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE alfo explained. 

Mr. FOX faid, that he had not feen the petition, and knew 
nothing of its contents, but what he had collected in the courfe 
of the debate; but, if the prayer of ir was, as he underftood 
it to be, for univerfal perfonal reprefentation, he begged leave 
to fay, that there was not in the Houfe a more fteady enemy 
to any fuch mode of reprefentation, than the Member who had 
then the honour to addrefs them. But, notwithftanding this, 
he thought himfelf bound in duty to vote that the petition 
ihould be brouglit up. It was certainly his opinion that peti- 
tions to that Houfe ought to be in refpedtful language ; mean- 
ing however to bo underftood, that they ought to be as refpeft- 
ful as can be, confiftent with the full freedom of Hating thofe 
grievances which may be complained of in the prayers of fuch 
petitions. If the objedional matter fliouldbe wholly irrelevant 
to the prayer, and evidently introduced only with^the view of 
(hewing difrefpedt to the Floufe, he would be of opinion chat 
2 
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fuch a petition ought to be^rejeded ; but, if the terms of tlm 
petition were relevant to the prayer, the expreflions mull be 
very ftrong indeed, which woulit, in his mind, authorife Ut 
rgedion. — In this refpeft, however, he did not go q^ite lb 
•far as fome others, and particularly the prefent Lord Chan* 
cellbr, who, on the memorable occafion of the Middlefcx 
elefl;ion, had thought, and had diftinAly fo exprefled himfelf, 
thfit the right of the people was fo ftrong to petition the King, 
Lords, and Commons, that nothing contained in the petition, 
however objedlionable, if relevant to the prayer of it, could 
authorife its rejedlion. This do( 5 lrine had been then applied 
by that noble Lord, to the petition and remonftrance of the 
city of London, containing the monftrous doftrine, that the 
Parliament was fo fundamentally vitiated, that they had no 
power to enaft laws, or to excrcife any legiflative authority. 
In this cafe it was his opinion that the dodlrine had been pulh* 
cd too far. As he had never feen the petition which was now 
the fubjeft of difcuflion, he could not fay decifively, that there 
were no objeSionable parts in it ; but, if the objeftion was 
limited to the firft part of the petition, he was fo far from 
thinking it difrefpeSful, that he thought it abfolutely neceifary, 
in fupport of the prayer of the petition, for the petitioners to 
ftate that the Houfe of Commons is not virtually, and, in the 
juft fenfe of the word, the true reprefentatives of the people of 
England. It had been faid, that there was a material diftinc* 
tion betwixt the language which might be fpoken in the 
courfe of debate in that Houfe, and the language which was 
proper and decent to be made ufe of in petitions. It had been 
faid that freedom of fpeech was an elfential part of the Conftii> 
tution. But is not the freedom of petitioning equally fo ? and, 
if fo, may not petitioners ftate their grievances in ftrong terms ? 
He could not fee with what propriety this petition could be rc- 
jeSed, unlefs they were to fay that they would rejeft all peti- 
tions praying for iiniverfal perfonal reprefentation ; for his part 
he would not refufe to admit them, becaufe he did not con^ 
ceive himfelf entitled fo to do, though he was pretty well af> 
fured that he could never agree to fuch a propofition. The' pe- 
tition from the county of Nottingham, in 1785, which had 
beenuiecaivod .by the Houfe, feemed to him much ftronger 
than the prefent. The petitioners there faid, that they had 
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thought the Conftitution good, till awaked by the calamitous 
confequences of the American war:— That petition did not ' 
go againft the form of the reprelentation, but againft the whole 
Conftitution. It was therefore his opinion that the prefent pe • 
titien ought to be received. Where he to be aflccdf whethei; 
there was any petition which he would rejeS? he would an- 
fwer that he would certainly be for rejedling any petition, 
which (hould deviate from the fubjeft of its prayer, for vthc 
evident ptirpofe of infulting the Houfe ; or where fuch infult 
appeared clearly to be the objeft of it, inftead of the remedy of 
the grievance complained of. If the Houfe fhould reje£t the 
petition, it might tend to imprefs the people with a belief that 
they felt fore upon the fubjeft, and in this view he thought it 
impolitic as well as unjuft. He had always wiftied to preferve 
the refpeft of that Houfe, which he had ever confidered of the 
higheft importance. Important, from the danger which muft 
arife to the Conftitution from its being no longer able to opc^ 
late as a check upon the Crown ; and from the danger of the 
Crown, and that Houfe becoming unable to oppofc the pro- 
grefs of lawlcfs anarchy. The beft way to preferve the refpeft 
of the Houfe w^as, to (hew a kindnefs to the people, and not 
to treat them wdth difdain. It was indeed fomewhat furpTifing, 
that thofe who oppofed fo much every fpecies of innovation, 
(hould now wifli to adopt a mode of proceeding fo new; the 
Houfe had, in 1785, received the petition from the county of 
Nottingham, which he had already mentioned ; thcy^hadalfo 
received others, on the fame fubjeft, in 1783 and 1784, ex- 
prefled in terms not Icfs ftrong than the prefent one. An ho- 
nourable gentleman (Mr. Wilberforce,) had faid, that it may 
be right to receive a petition at one time, and not at another; 
but he had not ftated in what the difference confifted betwixt 
the year 1785, ar#d the prefent time. One cffential difference 
was, that the right honourable gentleman oppofitc to him 
(Mr. Pitt) had now changed his mind. That right honourable 
gentleman, lat that time, wasra fupporter of reform, and every 
petition in favour of it was of coiirfe received. What other 
difference the honourable ^gentleman might allude to he could 
not tell: for, was not this a period when the ftrongeft attach- 
ment had been (hewn to the Conftiiution, whiJe,^ 11^785, 
the idea of that extraordinary fyftem of general reprefentation. 
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was even entertained and avowed by Members of His Majef* 
ty’s Cabinet. In his opinion there was no way fo likely to 
perfuade the people that they have few grievances^ as when 
the Houfe Ihewed themfelves willing to inveftigate them.— 
There ^was, fomehow, an idea of a different kind always cn- 
•tertained by the people, when their fuperiors feemed averle to 
liften to their complaints. He would therefore conclude with 
giving his vote for bringing up the petition. 

^r. Secretary DUN DAS faid, that, with refpeft to the 
allufions which had been made by the right honourable gentle- 
man who had juft fat down, as to the opinion faid to have been 
given by a noble Lord (the Lord Chancellor) at a former pe- 
riod ; as he w'as not in the Houfe at the time, he had no per- 
fonal knowledge of what then paffed ; but, if the noble Lord 
had expreffed himfelf in the precife manner which had been 
ftated, it would only be a proof, that very wife and very able 
men may fometimes fay very foolifti things. He conceived 
the petition now in queftion to be highly indecent and difre- 
fpeftful ; it feemed to him to be juft the fame as if a perfon 
going to petition His Majefty, with the crown upon his 
head, fliould fay to His Majefty, that feeing him wear the 
crown, he was obliged, in point of form, to petition him, 
but that he muft tell him he had no right to wear h ; or if, 
in prefenting a petition to the Houfe of Lords, he fliould tell 
theipLordfliips, that he knew they had no right to fit in that 
Houfe. Such was the language now held to the Houfe of 
Commons in the prefent petition ; and he did not think that 
the words which ivere introduced, and had been fo much refted 
upon, viz. in the juft fenfc of the words,” made any diffe- 
rence whatever : in his opinion the Houfe would fliow rather 
a bad tafte, if they received fuch a petition ; and it feemed in- 
deed to him as if the petitioners had had a defire to offer fome- 
thing to the Houfe which they would be under the neceffity of 
rejefting. Why fliould gentlemen have recourfe to the peti- 
tion from the county of Nottingham, which had been prefenj||ed 
many years ago, and not rather to that from the town of Not- 
tingham, within thefe few weeks? tThe prefent petitioners 
would from thence be taught what they ought to do ; they 
were then told that they might ftate their grievances as ftrongly 
as tfib^- pTdaf^i but they muft do it in decent and refpe&ful 
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terms ; they muft not addrefs that Houfe as a Houfe of Com- 
mons, and at the fame time deny its exiftencc. He muft 
therefore give his vote for rejeSing this petition ; which he 
would do with the lefs relii6lance, • becaufe he kncW the peti- 
tioners had it in their power to prefcnt a petition next^day to 
the very fame effedl, ftating their grievances with no lefs pre- 
cifion and diftinftnefs, and at the fame time in fuch terms, 
that the Houfe could have no difficulty in receiving it. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that he ftiould not advert to all ‘;hc 
Angular expreffions of the right honourable gentleman (Mr. 
Dundas) but one appeared to him to be deferving of fome no- 
tice, namely, that it fometimes happened that a very wife 
man faid a very foolifli thing. The conclufion which the ho- 
nourable gentleman evidently wiflied tlie Houfe to draw from 
this obfervation, was, that the prefent Chancellor, who mado 
ufe of the expreffion alluded to, faid a very foolifli thing, and 
fuch as in the fober hour of refledion he would condemn. — 
His prefent fituation allowed him that refle£lion, and he had 
no doubt but that high and exalted charadler had availed him- 
felf of the advantage of that fituation, and thought many things 
which he faid on various other occafions were now very foolifli 
things. That noble and learned Lord had formerly faid that 
the right honourable gentleman, and others with whom he 
aAcd, had obtained the power which they now held in a man- 
ner perfefliy unconftitutional, and as a precedent highly dan- 
gerous to this country — that tl;e noble and learned Lord, he 
had no doubt, now thought a very foolifli obfervation. He 
had alfo highly reprobated the condufl of the Members of the 
prefent adminiftration, with refpeft to the regulation of the af- 
fairs of India, and particularly with rcfpedl to the India bill ; 
he had faid that the whole of the meafurc was of a nature fo 
flagrant that it ought to have forfeited His Majefty's Minifters 
the confidence of the Public— that alfo, he now, no doubt, 
thought a very foolifli thing. With refpeft to the prefent pe- 
tition being in language not fufficiently refpe£lful, he main- 
tained, that the Nottingham petitioq, to which his honourable 
friend had alluded* wa^ much ftrongcr than the prefent ; and 
he muft confefs, he fur{)e£lcd that the obje£tion to the rough* 
nefs of the language was not the real caufe why this petition 
was oppofed \ he was confirmed in this opinioif, try a ir^ol-' 
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Icftion of the conduft of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, at 
the time of prefenting the Nottingham petition. And as to the 
obfervation of the right honourable gentleman fMr. Dundas;) 
that the Houfe %vould not fhew its talte by receiving this peti- 
tion, fie could only fay, that this petition being drawn up by 
poor and plain mechanics^ they had not the power of explain- 
ing their thoughts in that attick elegance of ftile, for which the 
ri|;ht honourable gentleman was fo eminently diftinguiflied. 
Whether the petition could have been better worded to pleafe 
fomc honourable Members of that Houfe was foreign from the 
prefent fubjeft of debate : but for the petitioners to have ex- 
prefled their thoughts better, or exprefled the objeft at all of 
their grievance, he maintained to be impoflible. They faid 
that the Houfe of Commons is not, in the juft fenfe of the 
words, what they were, from form, obliged to term it, the 
Commons of Great Britain in Parliament aflembled. That 
was the very grievance they complained of, and they were 
mild in the choice of their expreflions, for if they had faid that 
the Houfe of Commons at prefent were not the Commons of 
Great Britain in Parliament aflembled, they would not have 
been juftified; but they went to no fuch offenlive length in 
their expreflions, for they had, in the juft fenfe of the words, 
(hewed the refpeft they had for the Houfe as it was how con- 
ftituted; but they went ftil I farther, for they added that they 
for form were obliged to term them fo. That the Houfe as 
now formed, was the Commons in Parliament aflembled, was 
a bold affertion. Would the right honourable gentleman fay 
they were fo ? Thefe things confidered, he was ready to af- 
firm that in this opinion there was not a more refpeftful ftylc 
to be adopted, confiftently with the fpirit of the petition and 
the nature of the grievance it complained of, and the remedy it 
called for. He faid the language of the petition was correcl ; 
and he would a(k the gentlemen who objected to it, to fay, that 
they would undertake to prove it was not true ; the faS was, 
that they felt fincerely the truth of it. As to the manner in 
which the debate was to be carried on for Monday next, he 
knew nothing of it ; how the evefit (hould happen did not be- 
long to him to anticipate ; he feared, howeveV, from the fpirit 
ef exultation which he perceived on the other fide, when that 
fubjed was alluded to, that confidence was entertained his 
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honourable friend’s motion would be negatived. It was not 
poflible for him to fay, that it would not tlien appear to certain 
gentlemen, and partiularly to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
that what was thought wife at one time, might be thought 
foolifh at another; and that what was foolilh at ond time 
might be wife at another. Thcfc things were explained to 
that right honourable gentleman by his great preceptor, the 
right honourable Secretary of State, and he had not the leaft 
doubt but that they were explained to his fatisfaclinn ; in this 
idea he w^as a good deal confirmed, by the folcmn filence of the 
right honourable gentleman. He had no doubt that Parlia- 
mentary Reform appeared to that right honourable gentleman 
now a very foolifli thing. The anticipation Jiovvever of fuch 
an event, he was fine, would not difeourage his honourable 
friend in the caufe in which he had embarked. And as to pe- 
titions and the fqueamifh nicety which had appeared of late 
about receiving them, unlefs penned in fuch and fuch language, 
he had no dirticulty in faying, that the Houfe would foon be 
compelled to receive them. He had no wifh to fay any thing 
that fhould tend to bring the dignity of that Houfe into quef- 
tion ; on the contrary, he w'ifhed to fee it fiipported. But, 
with regard to the prefent petition, his duty compelled him to 
fay, that if the petition was rejc£led, it would not be becaufe 
it was difrefpe£tful in language, but bccaufe it told the truth. 

Mr. BOUVERIE faid he w^as, and always had been, for 
receiving petitions, but not for infulting that Houfe. The pe- 
titioners in this cafe had only flatcd a grievance, which ought 
in his opinion to be attended to. Perhaps it might have been 
more properly worded ; but he did nor fee any thing that fhould 
have induced him at any time, particularly at tliis tunc, to 
vote for its rejeflion. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, it did not appear to him to be 
neceffary for him to trouble the Houfe much at length on the 
prefent occafion. As to the filence to wdiich an honourable 
gentleman had alluded, he could only fay that, confidering the 
nature of his fituation, and the frequent occafions he had to 
addrefs ihern, an apology from him would be oftener wanted 
for fpeakiog than for remaining filent. He had another reafon 
for.r|)Q^aining filent until now, which was, that m^ny things^ 
in this debate had been already anfwered, and nuny 
1 
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required no anfwcr. He had heard a great deal of what hap* 
pened fome time ago in debates in that Houfe, with refpeft to 
the right of petitioning; and the arguments of a noble Lord 
had been alluded to upon that fubjefl; ; what that noble Lord 
bad fald upon that occafion, he knew not, but it did not feena 
to him to be detailed to-day in a language fufficiently accurate 
to influence the dccifion of that Houfe' upon the prefent quef- 
tjon. He did not know that it was ftridlly regular to take no- 
tice of w hat was intended to be done on the debate on Monday. 
But he would fay, that when the queftion of a Parliamentary 
Reform came t‘> be agitated, he lliouM fubmit to the Houfe 
reafons why he thought that a Parliamentary Reform, in what- 
ever fliape it may come, ihould be oppofed at the prefent time. 
And he <houhl al fo compare the fcntiments he entertained at 
this time with tliofe he had formed upon a former occafion. 
Pot he begged now to obferve, that the queftion at prefent 
before the Houfe was, whether the nature of the petition pre- 
Icjii d io them was fuch as they ought to receive, and whether 
it did net contain matter of evident difrefpedl to the Houfe? 
The cxpieflions which had been complained of were clearly 
inineccflarily introduced ; and that of itfelf, appeared to him to 
be a rcafon for thinking that the difrefpeft was intentional. 
Wirli rtfpe<$l to the obfervation, that it was an objeft with 
thole who objected to this petition, to rejedl it, becaufe of the 
truth of it, and with a view that its contents might not be 
known, he mint fay, that nothing remained to be known at 
prefent upon that fubjeef , but whether the Houfe of Com- 
mons would or would not receive it ; the contents of the pe- 
tition iifelf were already fufficiently well known. But the 
reafons on which he grounded his objeflion to the receiving 
the petition was, that it did not acknowledge the Houfe to be 
of a character legally eftabhfhed to redrefsany grievance at all, 
becaufj it did iu)t ftatc them as the Commons of Great Britain, 
but fuch as the pet u loners were bound to term the Commons 
of Great Britain. Alfo, that the petitioners had not ftated any 
means by which they conceived that the form fliould be amend- 
ed — nothing by which the Conftitiition Ihould be more fecure ; 
nothing by which their rights and privileges could be better 
protedl^pd fccured. He concluded with giving his diflent to 
the bringing up of this petition. 
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Mr. FOX explained, and faid he was confident of the 
words he quoted from the fpeech of the prefent Lord Chancel- 
lor. It was not his only, but it was alfo the opinion of Mr. 
Grenville, and he believed others who were ftill Members of 
that Houfe. He, however, had no difficulty in faying, that 
if a petition was prefented to that Houfe, denying its power to 
a6l as the reprefentative body for the people, to raife fupplies, 
and fo on, that would tend to bring the power of that Houft 
into public contempt, and therefore to the reception of fuch a 
petition he (hould give his negative ; but there was nothing of 
that nature in the prefent petition, and therefore he fliould 
vote for its being now received. 

Mr. WHITBREAD faid, he faw no reafon forrejedting 
this petition, on account of its being worded difrefpeftfully to 
the Houfe. The petitioners had allowed that the prefent 
Houfe flood in the place of what ought to be the Commons of 
Great Britain in Parliament aflembled. And they allowed 
that the prefent Houfe had the power to proceed to the redrefs 
of the grievances complained of, by originating a bill for that 
purpofe. As to the obfervation of the right honourable gentle- 
man, that if a petition were prefented to the King, faying, 

you have no right to the crown you have upon your head,** 
Mr. Whitbread faid, he conceived that would be high treafon, 
and punifhable as fuch, and therefore was not to be compared 
to a petition for the redrefs of a grievance. The fame objec- 
tion was applicable to the right honourable gentleman’s obfer- 
vatinn upon a petition that might be prefented to the Houfe of 
Lords, flating it to be improper that there ffiould be a privileged 
order of men, and demanding that no Peers fliould in future 
1)-; created. That petition would be irregular, becaufe it was 
the King alone who had the power of creating a nobility. — 
But the prefent petitioners had a right to addrefs that Houfe, 
and in the language of the prefent petition ; for if the griev- 
ance w^as not to be dated, the remedy could not be applied. 

Mr. GREY explained. He faid, that he was willing to 
date freely what had happened with regard to himfelf, and thofe 
with whom he had acted. He had no connexion with thofe 
wh« |pd prefented this petition ; he had no fliarc whatever in 
thlpufinefs, until the petition w^as figned, then ^ came to 
liyiV ; and he faid, on perufing it, he favr in it nothing which 
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in his opinion ought to induce the Houfe of Commons to re> 
je^ it. He hoped the Houfe would receive that explanation 
of his condu6l in anfwer to fome alludons which had been 
made. This petition he certainly did not advife ; though if he 
had, he (hould not be forry, for he faw nothing in it that was 
improper. 

The Houfe divided. 

For receiving the petition, 29 ; Againft it, 108. 

Mr, WHITBREAD then prefented a petition from the in- 
habitants of Birmingham, figned by 2,720 perfoils, of which 
the following is a copy : 

To the Honourable the Commons of Great Britain in Parliament 

allbmbled. 

The Petition of the Inhabitants of the Town of Birmingham, 
Humbly Sheweth, 

That, according to the undifputcd principles and forms of the 
Conftitution, the Government of this kingdom ought to be by King, 
Lords, and Commons ; that the three eflates, inthe exercife of their 
rerpe^-rive fundions, ought to be independent of each other ; that 
the third eftate, profcffmg by its title to be, what the Conilitution in- 
tended it (liould be, “ The Commons of Great Britain in Parlia- 
“ ment aflcmbled,” ought to be freely defied by the Commons of 
the kingdom, or by a majority thereof; that, on the contJ*ary, it 
is notorious, that Members of the Houfe of Commons, inftead of 
being fo elected, which alone could make them a real reprefentation 
of the people, arc in many iullanccs appointed by the dire6l autho- 
rity or influence of the Executive Power ; in many others, by the 
foie choice of powerful individuals; and, in a flill greater number, 
^ little bodies of men, to the general cxclufion of the Commons of 
Great Britain ; that in thofc places w here the choice of Members 
toferve in Parliament being left in the hands of a great number of 
cledfors, has more the appearance of a popular adf, the elections are 
in general conducted in luch a manner, and fuccefs obtained by liioh 
means, as to become a fource of ruin to the candidates, and of riot, 
difordcr, debauchery, and prollitution of every fort among the peo- 

E le; that, independent of the numberlefs illegal returns obtained 
y bribey , the right of clc6lion is, in many cafes, fo iil aieertained, 
and the ffclions to which it is attached are fo doubtful or obfeure, 
as to become the fource and the fubjedt of perpetual litigation ; that, 
in trying the‘ validity of fuch returns, the time of the Houfe of 
Commons is wafled, the bufinefs of the nation is embarrailed or re- 
tarded, and the moft fcandalous feenes of perjury and corruption 
laU ^en without redrefs or remedy, while the perfons returned 
againlc right, occupy the place of thofc who have been duly eledledi 
£)r feveral feiiions in fome cafes, litting and voting in Parliament, 
deciding on the iotereils, and difpoiing of the property of the peo- 
ple, from whom it appears at length that they have received no 
truft, cc^miilion, or delegation whatfoever; that a Houfe of Com- 
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mons, fo conftituted, cannot be confidered as a true reprefentative of 
the willy or judgement oi the Commons^ as a tuhhful j^uardiaa^ 
of theintercfls ot the people. 

** That your petitioners arc convincedy that the enormous debt In 
which the nation is involved, and the intolerable taxes which they 
are compelled to pay, would not have exiftcd, and that the vital 
blood ot this country would not have been waAed, as it has^ been, 
in fo many ruinous and unneceffary wars, if the Houfe of Commons 
bad been heretofore fo con(lru£led, as to poiTefs either the inclina- 
tion or the capacity to perform the fundions that belong to their fta- 
tion ; and that, upon a review of the circumftanccs of the nation, 
we cannot believe that a people, who pay above twenty millions m. 
year in dired taxes, could have been loaded with a debt of two hun- 
dred and fifty millions, if that body of men, to whom the care of 
the public purfe is efpecially entrufled, had been really the repre- 
fentatives of the people, voting under the impreilion of a common 
interell, and without any temptation of private advantage, tofeduce 
or influence their judgement in the performance of their duty. 

Your petitioners therefore, relying on the virtue of fome, and 
on fthe prudence of many individuals, humbly requeft that this ho- 
nourable Houfe will forthwith take thcle premilcs into their ferioui 
conflderation, and adopt fuch a plan for a thorough reform in the 
reprefen ration of the Commons in Parliament, as may, in the firft 
place, make it derive its exiftence from the free choice of the people, 
as may fccure its independence when chofen, and finally, make the 
meafure of fhortening the duration of Parliaments, as fafe as it is in- 
difpenfably neceffary/* 

On the queftion being put, and the voices heard, the Speaker, 
by miflake we prefume, faid the Noes had it. 

The Houfe divided ; 

Ayes, for receiving the petition, I02 ; Noes, 24, 

A petition of a limilar nature was prefented by Mr. Lamb- 
ton, for the city of Durham and its neighbourhood, figncd by 
a great number of perfons. This petition w^as alfo received, 
and ordered to be laid on the table. 

Mr. WHITBREAD gave notice, that on account of the 
prefliire of other bufmefs, he fliould not bring forward his mo- 
tion upon the King’s proclamation of the 2olh of February laft, 
but that he Ihould bring it forward this day fe’nnight. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT moved the order of the day, which 
was for the fecond reading of the bill, for ilTuing five millions 
upon Exchequer bills, and for the fupport of public credit. 

The bill was accordingly read a fecond time, and ordered to 
be committed to a Committee. of the whole Houfe to-morrow. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS moved the order of the day for 
the Houfe to refblvc itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe 
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on the ftate of 'the Government and Trade of India. The 
■Houfe having refolv^ itfelf into a Committee accordingly. 

* Mr. Secretary Dundas moved the flxth refolution. as fol^* 
lows : 

That it appears to be fit and proper to continue to the 
Eaft-fndia Company their exclufive trade, within the limits 
now enjoyed by them, for a farther term of twenty years, 
‘‘ to he computed from the ift of March, 17^, liable to be 
difcontiniied at the end of fuch period, if three years notice 
fliall previoufly be given by Parliament ; fubjeft, rieverthe- 
lefs, to the regulations herein-after fpecified, for promoting 
the export of goods, wares, and merchandizes, of the 
growth, produce, or manufadlure of Great Britain or Ire- 
land, and for encouraging individuals to carry on trade to 
and from the Eaft Indies/’ 

Mr. FRANCIS faid, that he (hfiiild take no farther part in 
the difcuflion of thismeafurc, except to proteftagainft it. The 
fame fraud and falfchood ran through Q^cry part of the plan. 
In one place, it pretended to continue the territorial acquifitions 
and revenues in the poJfJJi'jn of the liujl^lndia Company ^ while in 
faft it vefted them in the prefent Minlflers of the Crown, 
through the nominal medium of a Court of Diredlors ; and 
not, as it fliould have been, avowedly in the Crown itfelf. In 
the other, it pretended to continue to the Eaft- India Company 
their exclufve trade ; 'when, in faft, under the name of regu- 
lations, it invited and encouraged individuals to carry on trade to 
and from the Eaji Indies \ that is, it really laid the trade open. 
All that the Company had to do, or rather w^ould be under an 
obligation to doy was to provide y at reajonable rates of freight y 
three thoufand tons of /hipping every year y for carrying out to India 
the private trade of individuals y and for bringing back the returns 
of the fame ! Such was the charter of trade to the India Com* 
pany which was now to be renewed, and which the right ho- 
nourable gentleman thought fit to call exclufive. He could 
eafily conceive what piirpofes might be anfwercd, and what in- 
terefts might be ferved, by renewing the charter in this fornii 
under a falfe general title, and then taking it away in the de- 
tail. But they were fuch as no man'would avow, and fuch as 
the Houfe of Commons could never admit or countenance, if 
they w'ere avgwed. All that was exafled of them now, was to 
VoL. XXXV. 3 A 



3611 jPARLI AMENTARY A^i793. 

pretend to be deceived by the groflfell fallacies, and to fwallow 
the mod palpable contradidlionsr 

Mr. FOX faid, that the whole of the bufincfs was conduc- 
ed in a manner which he exceedingly lamented. He wifhed a 
Committee had been appointed to difcufs the queftioniird^ and 
that the whole {hould be afterwards difcuffed in the Houfe ; 
but thd rcfolutions were now almod a matter of courfe. How- 
ever, when the fubjedt came before the Houfe> he fliould have 
many objedions to make ; thefe, he thought, ought to cbmc 
when the rcfolutions catne to be reported. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he fliould not enter into any argu- 
ment now upon ihe fubjeft ; be Ihould be ready to do fo on a 
future day : he had many obfervations to make upon the fubjedl 
of the patronage which would be created by the prefent plan. 
He faid alfo, that he was decidedly of ojiinion it would be bel- 
ter that the trade fliould be laid open. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS exprefled his rcadinefs to meet 
the honourable gentleman. 

The propofitions were gone through and agreed to ; as were 
alfo the following additional rcfolutions, moved by Mr. Dun- 
das: 

‘‘ That it is the opinion of this Committee, that it will be 
for the mutual convenience and advantage of the Public, the 
Eaft-India Company, and the holders of ccriain annuities, to 
the amount of 2,992,440!. 5s. capital, carrying an interefl af- 
ter the rate of 3 per cent, per annum, amounting to 89,773!. 15s. 
(being part of the Aim of 4,200,000!. due and owing by the 
Public to the faid Company) and which were fold by the faid 
Company, by virtue of an ad of Parliament of the 23d year of 
King George II. that the faid annuities, and likewife certain 
other annuities to the amount of 1,207,559!. 15s. capital, bear- 
ing an interefl, after the like rate of 3 per cent, per annum, 
amounting to 36,226!. i6s. (being the remainder of the Aim oi 
4,200,oool. due by the Public to the faid Company) and which, 
by virtue of different ads of Parliament, the Company have 
been empowered to fell or mortgage, be placed, with the con- 
fent of the faid Company and annuitants, under the manage- 
ment of the Governor and Company of the Bank of England, 
and be engrafted upon, and cohfolidated with, the flock called 
3 per cent, reduced annuities, payable at the Bahk ; and fuch 
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tngraftment and confolidation, deemed and taken to be a re- 
demption of the faid feveral loans, as between the Public and 
the faid Eaft-India Company, and that inftead of the annual 
fum of i26,ooo 1, in refpeS of the annuities aforefaid, with an 
allowance for charges of management, being iifued at the Ex- 
chequer to the faid Company, the faid animal fum be in future 
i fined at the Exchequer to the Governor and Company of the 
Bank of England, for the ufe of the faid Eart-India Company, 
and *fhe faid annuitants, according to their refpeSive (hares, 
and that the allowances made to the faid Company, in purfu- 
ance of an aft of 24.thof King George II. for the charges and 
cxpcnces attending the reoeiving, paying, transferring, and 
tranfaftlng the affairs of the faid annuitants, amounting to 
1,6871. per annum, be made to ceafe and determine.** 

That it is the opinion of this Committee, that the power 
of the Eaft- India Company, to fell or mortgage their (hare of 
the faid annuities, be preferved to them ; and that after the 
faid engraftment or confolidation, the lliares of the feveral an- 
nuitants, and of the faid Company, (ha)l be fubjeft to the like 
trufts and incumbrances, as would have obtained, if no fuch 
engraftment or change of management had taken place; and 
^hat the faid annuities be made fubjeft to redemption by the 
Public.** 

T'hat it is the opinion of this Committee, that if under 
the prefent embafly to the Court of Pekin, any ceflion of ter- 
ritory (hall be obtained, diftinft and feparaie from the Conti- 
nent of China, and wholly free from any jurifdiftion or autho- 
rity of the Chinefc Government ; in that cafe, and fo long as 
the fame (hall fo remain, individuals lhall be permitted, under 
fuch regulations and reftr’iftions as fiiall be approved by the 
Board of ConimiHioncrs for the Affairs of India, to export Bri- 
tifh and Irifh merchandize in the Company’s (hips, at a mo- 
derate rate of freight, the fame being configned to the Com- 
pany’s fupracargoes, or fuch other perfons as the Corppany, , 
with the approbation of the faid Board of Commiffioners, (hall 
licenfe to relide for that purpofe only ; and that fuch perfons 
(hall be reftrained from any conneftion or intercourfe with the 
Continent of China, from any other trade or concern what- 
ever, fave and except the faleof Britifh and Iri(h manufaftures 
before mentioned, and from any interference with the affairs of 
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the Company, and be fubje£l to the ufual covenants entered 
into by the fervants of the CeSmpany, they paying the produce 
into the Company’s treaYury for bills at the aftual rate of ex- 
change at the time ; but that no perfon whatever be permittee? 
to refide in any place or places fo ceded, or to trade or commu- 
nicate with any port or place in China, who is not a fervant 
of the Company-” 

The report was ordered to be received on Tuefday pext ; 
and in order to introduce fome additional propofitiohs, *lcavc 
was given to the Committee to fit again on that day. 

The Houfe adjourned. , 

Friday^ i^d^May, 

Mr. ROSE moved, “ That the order for the fecond reading 
of the Stockbridge Incapacitating bill on Monday next, 
ftiould be read,” which being done, 

Mr. ROSE again rofc, and ftated himfelf to be an enemy, 
in general, to all bills of pains and penalties. In the prefent 
cafe, the bill wxnt to difqualify upwards of fixty clevSlors of the 
borough of Stockbridge, againft none of whom, as it appeared 
to him, was any dirccl proof of bribery or corruption brought 
home by the evidence ; he difapproved entirely of the principle 
of the bill, and would therefore conclude with moving, that 
the order for its fecond reading on Monday next, fliould be 
difeharged. 

Mr. FRANCIS faid, he could not reftrain himfelf from 
congratulating the worthy independent cleftors of Stockbridge, 
on the powerful fecurity now held out to them, in therefpeft- 
able proteftion of the Secretary of the Treafury, who, on this 
occafion, had frankly declared himfelf an ^ enemy in general to 
all bills of pains and penalties for bribery and corruption. On 
fuch a fubjeft, the honourable gentleman’s* authority was great, 
for his experience muft be confiderable, and his knowledge ex- 
tenfivc. The caufe and the patron had a natural relation, and 
were perfeftly worthy of one another. 

Mr. Francis faid that he fliould agree in the motion for dif- 
charging the order, though not for any of the rcafons afligned 
by tlie worthy Secretary. He had already given his opinion at 
large of the bill, w^hen it was firft under difeuflion, on the iith 
pf April. At prefent, therefore, he fliould edhtent hinafelf 
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with repeating what he had then faid, that he had no fort of 
doubt of the guilt of the perfons named in the bill, nor of the 
corrupt charafler* of the wherfe borough ; but as he was fure 
that the difeafc, of which the praSice at Stockbridge was nor 
thing but a fymptom, prevailed univerfally through the king- 
dom, he thought it equally inconfiftent with his perfonal ho- 
nour and public duty, to make himfelf a party to partial cor- 
reSives for general abufes, even if the correftives were real 
and efFeftive, as far as they went ; and, much more fo, to falfe 
and hypocritical remedies for a real, deep, and rooted evil ; for 
an evil which might be, and ought to be eradicated, but which 
otherwife, in its nature, was incapable of being cured. 

A debate of fomc length took place upon this motion, which 
was fupported by Mr. Duncombe, the Mafter of the Rolls, 
Mr. Courtenay, Mr. Sheridan, Mr. Wilberforce, &c. and 
oppofed by Mr. Baker, Mr. Buxton, Mr. Serjeant Watfon, 
Sir Francis Baffet, &c. 

The Houfc divided, 

Ayes, for the motion, 53 ; Noes, 27. 

Majority againft the bill 26. 

Mr. COURTENAY faid he rofe to fubmit his reafons to 
the Houfe, in a few words, why he was induced to defer the 
motion he intended to have made this day, to the next feffion. 
This explanation feemed to him to be neceflary, both from 
the refpeft he owed the Houfe, after haying given notice of his 
inlcnlion, and left it Ihould be underftood that he did not mean 
to perfevere by every pollible mode, and by every poilible ex- 
ertion in his power, to relieve thofe unfortunate women, who 
had been fo long confined in the jail of Nottingham, not for 
having a£led either criminally or immorally, but bccaufc 
they had afted confcientioully, though perhaps too fcnipu- 
loufly. 

Mr. Courtenay faid, he had made it his particular bufinefs 
to inquire into the fingular circumftances of their fituation, 
and was perfuaded that no motion he could bring forward at 
prefent, could be of any effential fervice to them. The legal 
procefsin confeqiience of which. they are now confined did not 
originate in the E'cclefiaftical Court, the churchwardens of 
the parifli having prefented Mrs. Roe and Mrs. Bulh by their 
piaiden names to the Chapter at the collegiate church, under 
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an apprehenilon that their baftard children might become bur* 
denfome to the pariih ; this was perhaps invidioufly done, and 
in the mean and malicious fpiiit of parochial bigotry and op* 
preflion. If it be the laudable moral principle and pradice of 
this religious fociety to maintain their own poor, as public po* 
tic^ had been given in the meeting-houfe of Claverton of the 
intended marriage of thefe women, and a certificate ligned by 
the parties, and properly witnefled, that fuch marriage had ac* 
tually taken place according to the forms and ceremonies of the 
fociety, Mrs. Bufh, and Mrs. Roe, therefore conceived, that 
anfwering the citation by their maiden names, would in fad 
have been an explicit and dired avowal of their marriage, and 
confequently of the illegitimacy of their children, as they thought 
themfelves fairly entitled to the exemption extended to Jews 
and Quakers by the 26 of Geo. II. However it appears by 
their own printed cafe, that the original Qiiakcrshave been ap- 
plied to by the juft ices, refpeding this religious fociety ; and 
the brethren had thought it either proper or expedient to dif- 
own them, as perhaps they have deviated in fome trivial points 
from the orthodoxy of Quakerifm. Notwithftanding this, it 
is by no means clear, but that on a liberal conftrudion of the 
marriage ad of the 26th of Geo. II. this very fociety hitherto 
deemed heterodox by the brethren, might be adjudged to be 
fairly entitled to a privilege excluflvely fince the year 1753, 
confined to Jews and Quakers, contrary to the true and genu* 
ine principles of toleration. But this queftion cannot be ar* 
gued in the Ecclefiaftical Court, till thefe women appear, as 
in confequence of their repeatedly refufing to anfwer the cita- 
tion, they were coihmitted for contumacy, by the writ excom^ 
munuato capiendo^ the ufual, and indeed the only method the 
Ecclefiaftical Court has of enforcing its jurifdidion. From 
thefe confiderations, Mr. Courtenay faid, he thought himfelf 
(however reludantly) obliged to defer agitating any fpecific 
queftion on this fubjed till next fellion, which he would then 
do on a more extenfive fcale, as in the courfe of this inveftiga- 
tion he found, that the lower rank of people of both fexes are 
ftill grievouflyopprefledandperfecutedbythe mode, principle, 
and pradice of carrying on fuits in Ecclefiaftical Courts, and 
by their being ft^ fubjeded to penances equally fhameful and 
ineScaciousi and which are eagerly enforced, chiefly for the 
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purpofe of extoning money from the devoted pemtentSf hy z 
gracious commutation of the penance into a pecuniary fee, 
ivhich is deemed a full and itaple compenfation for iin, by 
virtue of this difpcnfing power, which thefe reverend, inqui* 
fitosious, and fandimonious Courts, in the true jure dvuim 
hereditary fpirit of their archetype, the church of Rome, have 
alTumed, or ftill exercife, over His Majefty's fubjedts of this 
free realm. This country, Mr. Courtenay added, was greatly 
indebted to the fpirit and meritorious exertions of an honour- 
able gentleman (Mr. Baftard), who had carried a bill through 
that Houfe in the year 1786, to prevent frivolous and vex- 
atious fuits in the ecclefiaftical Courts, and for the more cafy 
recovery of fmall tyihes. Though this bill was thrown out in ; 
the other Houfe, yet in theenfuing fellion of 1787, feme of 
the grievances were then redreifed ; much dill remained to be 
done. He fhould hope for the affiftance and fupport of that 
honourable gentleman, and therefore would podpone his in- 
tended motion for the reafons he had already alledged, more 
efpecialiy as at this late period of the feflion, and confidering 
the very preffing and critical bufinefs then before the Houfe," 
he could not expeA that attention gentlemen would pay to a 
quedion of this nature introduced by him, which he flattered 
himfelf they otherwife would do, from the very great import- 
ance of the fubjeft. 

General SMITH moved, that certain letters, or extra£Is of 
letters, and political correfpondence betwixt the Prefident and 
Council of Fort St. George, and the Court of Diredors of the 
Ead-India Company, &c. fliould be laid before the Houfe^-— 
Ordered. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he held in his hand a petition from 
a great number of refpe£table heritors, merchants, manufac- 
turers, &c. of the city of Glafgow, praying for a reform of the 
reprefentation of the people in Parliament : he did not know 
the exaft number of perfons who had figned the petition, but 
fomc guefs of it might perhaps be made by the Houfe, when 
he dated, that, althougl) the names were written very cldTe, 
the petition was jud 50 yards lo^?g:— He then moved that the 
petition be brought up ; upon which fome Members called out ' 
to him to read the petition. 
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Mr. SHERIDAN ftated, that he conceived that, by the 
forms of the Houfe, a .Member was not bound to do morCj 
when he moved that a petition Ihould be brought up, thari to 
ftate generally to the Houfe what was the purport of it, and 
what the prayer of it was ; and, if it refpeded a matter as to 
^which the Houfe had cognizance, and prayed a remedy, which 
the Houfe had power to grant, it ought to be brought up, nor 
could the Member prefenting it be called upon to read it. 
When it had been brought up, and came to be read by the ' 
, clerk, if any improper or difrefpeftful expreffions appeared in 
it, the Houfe might then rejed it, inftead of allowing it to lie 
upon the table. He faid, that he believed this petition was 
expreifed very nearly in the fame terms, with a former peti- 
tion from the fame city, which the Houfe had received; but 
he muft beg leave to decline reading it, for no other reafon, 
than that he conceived what had been done laft night with re- 
fped to the Sheffield petition, was contrary to the forms and 
rules of the Houfe; and he wilhed the mode of proceeding to 
be brought back to the eflablifhed cuflom; 

Mr. MONTAGUE faid, that if it was at all confident 
with form, he would wilh to move the previous quedion upon 
the motion, for bringing up the petition ; and, if he fucceed- 
ed in that, to make a motion that the honourable gentleman 
fhould be required to read the petition. 

The SPEAKER faid, that this would not be confonant to 
the pra&ice of the Houfe, and he did not conceive that any 
thing more could be required of a Member, who moved, that 
a petition ihould be brought up, than merely to date the gene- 
ral purport of it, and the remedy or redrefs prayed for. 

The petition was then brought up, read, and ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Ml*- SHERIDAN brought up another petition to the fame 
pur^fe, from Dunleven, in the environs of Dumbartondiire, 
which was alfo read, and ordered to lie on the table. 

, Mr. <GREY brought up a petition from a number of inhabi- 
tants of the town of Alnwick in the county of Northumber- 
landU.. ooie finm Campfle, in Hirlinglhire, was brought up by 

» w^hQnipfon : another figned by a great number of here- 
merchants, &c. of the city of Glafgow ; one from cer- 
inhabitants of the town of H^amilton in the county of La- 
st- , 
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nark ; and one from certain inhabitants of^he town of Kli^iil* 
tullock in Dumbartonfhire, were brought up by Colonel W»r 
cicod. All which petitions wererertd, and ordered to lie on tho 
table. 

The^Houfe went into a Committee on the Liverpool credit 
till, (Mr. Stanley in the chair.) 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he could not fuffer this bill to go 
through the Committee without making fome remarks upon it. 
He declared he was in the habit of entertaining a jealoufy of 
all corporations. They held their property in truft for the 
people of the town of which they formed the corporate body. 
In this cafe, they might completely dillipate the property of 
the people. It was likely they might not be verj' nice in fa- 
vouring and phiying into each other’s hands. 

Mr. CJASCOYNE faid, the meafnre for which he defired 
the fanflion of the Houfe was not undertaken by the corpora- 
tion, but by tho whole town of Liverpool, where there was not 
an individual who did not cordially wifli the bill to pafs. 

Mr. HUSSEY propofed a claufe to prevent the corporation 
from alienating their , real property, till their debts, as well 
thofe now due as the 250,000!. now to be raifed by this bill, 
were liquidated. He propofed this claufe, that the fecurity of* 
fered by Pariiament fhould not be illufory. With that provi- 
fion he would give his concurrence to' the bill. 

After fome converfation between the above-mentioned gen- 
tlemen, the Solicitor General, and Mr. Thornton, the bill 
pafled the Committee, and was ordered to be reported to- 
morrow. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT moved the order of the day, for the 
Houfe to refolve into a Committee of the whole Houfe on the 
bill todired the iifue of Exchequer bills for five millions in aid 
of the commercial credit of this country. 

The Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committee accord- 
ingly, much difcuflion took place on the various provifionff 
of the bill, after which the Committee pafled through the 
.whole of it, ^nd ordered the report to be received tOrJhorrow* 

The following is a lift of the Commiflioners under whole 
dire£lion the whole plan is to be carried on: Lord Sheffield^ 
Sir Grey Cooper, Bart. Mr. Pultcney, Mr. Cbifwell, l&r 
John Sinclair, Baronet, Mr. Alderman Andei^oii, Mr. R* 
Vofc. XJCXV. 3 B 
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Smithy Mr. Bofanquet, Mr. T. Boddington, Mr.- Mannings 
Mr. Whitmore, Mr. Baring, Mr. Hartley^ Mr. Raikes, 
Mr. Forftcr, Mr. Darrcl^/Mr. C. Crant, Mr. G. Innes^ 
Mr. Harman and Mr. Brogdon. 

The places where the goods are to be depofited, aspfccurity 
under this bill for the aid to be given are, London,. Briftofy 
Hull, Liverpool, Glafgpw and Leith. The time for the firft 
ioftalment is the 30th of September next. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that though he agreed to the prin- 
ciple of the bill, he could not help thinking that the Houfe 
Ibould deliberately confiderhow the relief provided by it Ihould 
be adminiftered to the commercial world. The variety of 
things to be done, the number of applications to be confidercd, 
chara£lers examined, Agents and Clerks to be appointed, and 
other duties to be difeharged by the Commiffioners, were fo 
many bars in the way of their proceeding, that no calculation 
could be made of the time they muft lofe before they could 
cfFcflually adminitter relirf to the objeSs of the bill. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT did not deny that the execution of 
the bufinefs would require diligence and ability; but he by no 
means thought, that in fuch hands it was imp^adicable. The 
queftion was, whether the Houfe ihould abandon the mode 
laid down, or find a better i 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Saturday j 4th May. 

Theo-eport of the bill to enable His Majclly to ifliie five 
millions of Exchequer bills in aid of commercial credit in this 
country, was brought up. Many claufes were added to it, 
and other amendments made, after which the bill was ordered 
to be engrolfed. By this bill, as it now (lands, no fum lefs 
than four thoufand pounds will be lent to any perfon on each 
application for aid under this plan. The bill was then ordered 
to be read a third time on Monday, if then engroiled. 

The Houfe adjourned. 


• Monday f 6fh May^ 

Mr. WILBERFORC^ faid, he had two refolutions to 
Ipve refpedling religion, which he thought it mod prudent to 
ilpone till to*ffkorroWf on account of the impohut buiioeia 
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Which was to come on ; lihat the Houfe might he fully ajyprifedL 
of the drift and objcS of the refolutions, he (hould read themi 
•both ; one went to affert that it was the duly of the Houfe ti 
ftudy the wejfare of every part of the Britifb empire; tjhe 
other, which he faid was little more than a tranfcript from 
former charters of the Eaft India Company, ftated, that ella- 
blifhments for clergymen to perform Divine fervice in the 
^ dilFcrent fettlcmcnts of the Company ought to be made, and 
ihtft a chaplain ought to be, appointed to every fliip in tlfe 
Company’s fervice of 600 tons or upwards. Thefe refolu- 
tions, he faid, he would fubmit to the confideration of the 
.Houfe to-morrow. 

The order of the day was read for the third reading of the 
Commercial Credit bill, and it being read a third lime, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer brought up fome new claufes ; 
one to allow the Commillioners named in the bill to fue and 
be filed in the name of their Secretary ; another to direft that 
all a£ls (hould be done by feven or more of the CommifTioners, 
cxcept.in certain cafes fpecially provided for, &c. ; which fe- 
vcral claufes were agreed to, and ordered to be added to the 
bill by way of riders. 

Mr. CURWEN faid he felt himfelf called upon, in duty 
to his conditiients, to (late to the Houfe the reafon which oc- 
curred to him why the city of Carlifle (hould be ihcluded 
among the places where goods are to be depofited, and to take 
the opinion of the Houfe upon the queftion. Since be had laft 
had occafion to addrefs them upon the fubjeft, a very confide- 
rable houfe in Carlifle had (lopped ; and in the prefent (itua- 
tion of the country more failures were to be feared. It would 
be peculiarly hard on the merchants, traders, and manufadu- 
* rers there, if it (hould not be included in the bill as one of 
the places for the depolit of goods, becaufe the goods manu- 
fa£lured there w^re generally of fmall profit and great bulk, 
and it was (iiuatcd at the diftance of about one hundred miles 
from Glafgow, and one hundred and twenty from Liverpool, 
Mr. Curwen concluded with moving, ** that, after Liverpool, 
the city of Carlillc fliould be inferted.” 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, there was nothing in the fitua- 
tion or circumfiances of Carliile which did not apply to many 
either places in the kingdom, and therefore, if this'inoUcii was 
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adopted, it might be expe&ed that application would be made 
from all quarters for a fimilar indulgence in favour of other 
tow^ns ; and as he faw no ground for giving Cailiilc the prefe-*. 
rence required by the honourable Member, he Certainly in- 
tended to oppofe his motion. 

The Speaker having put the queftion on the motion, 

Mr. CUR WEN rofe, and faid, that, knowing the influ- 
ence of the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt), and not 
expefting that he fliould be able to work a miracle, he would 
not inflit on dividing the Houfe. 

The bill was then paffed, and ordered to be carried up to the 
Lords by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

Lord George Henry Cavendifli prcfcnted a petition from 
certain inhabitants of the town and neighbourhood of Derby, 
praying for a reform of the reprefentation of the People in Par- 
liament, which was brought up, and ordered to lie on the tabic. 

Mr. Francis prefen ted a petition to the fame purport from 
about 6000 inhabitants of the cities of L(*ndon and Weftmin- 
fter, and their vicinity. The petition itaied, that if a fpecific 
plan of reform fhould be required froni’thc petitioners, they 
would beg leave to refer to the plan which had been laid down 
by the Duke of Richmond ten years ago, which entirely met 
their approbation : this petiiion'was alio brought up, and or* 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Browmc prcfcnted a petition to the fame effeiSl from a 
number of inhabitants of the town (if Poole In Doifctfliirc. 

Mr. Wharton prefented a like petition from certain inhabi- 
tants in or near the pariib of Aldgate, in the city of London, 
which was alfo brought up, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOBART ftated, that he held in his hand a petition 
figned by upwards of 3700 inhabitants of parifhes in the vici- 
nity of tjte city of Norwich j but he doubted whether it could 
be received, as the names were fubferibed to a printed copy of 
the petition, in breach of the orders of the Houfe. 

On the motion for bringing up the petition, 

The SPEAKER ftated, that in the year 1656 an order was 
jnade that no private petition, to be diredled to the Parliament, 
bc-printed before it be prefented to the Houfe ; and another or- 
c|er was afterwards made for the due execution of that order^ 
j|fe thought it ri^ht.to call the auention pf„|;be Houfp to (h$ 
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time at which the order was made, being during the ufurpa- 
tion, and alfo to this circiimftance, that it i/vfas not in the form ^ 
of a {landing order ; but he ad^d at the fame tiraci that it had 
been the pra6lice and rule of the Hpufe to decline receiving 
any petition, cither private or public, that had been previouflf 
printed ; at leaft he believed, and had been informed, that no 
printed petition had ever been received, 

Mr. DUNCOMIJE faid a few words. 

Mr. BURKE faid, it feemed todeferve much confideration 
whether the Houfc would do right in receiving a petition 
which had been circulated in print for the purpofe of influen* 
cing the country, and only came there in the fecond inftance, 
particularly when it was contrary to prailice fo to do, for he 
would not refl much on the order. 

Mr. GREY obferved, that the order, if at all to be regarded, 
related only to private petitions, and that, although the figna^* 
turcs in this cafe were fiibjoined to a printed petition, yet it 
did not appear that the petition had been circulated. 

Mr. FOX faid, that he could not go the length of faying 
that the Houfe were not bound by any orders made during the 
ufurpation ; but in this cafe there w^as no llanding order. 
The reafon and feiife of the thing did not fo much apply to a 
petition coming to the Houfe in print, as to the fad, whether 
it had been previoully printed and circulated. It was notori- 
ous, however, that almoft in every private bill the petitions 
were prijited and fettled, and often advertifed in the ncwfpi- 
pers before they came to be prefented to the Houfe. In his 
opinion negative precedents were of little confequence, and 
he would therefore give his vote for bringing up the petition.!., 

Mr. BURKE explained, that, in his opinion, the petition 
coming printed before the Houfe made a material difference, 
becaufe many things might be done abroad, out of that Houfe, 
which they could not be acquainted with. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT thought the Houfe could not fuffer 
the petition to be brought up without departing from ufage. 

It had been, faid by an honourable gentleman oppofite to him 
(Col. Macleod},,that many of the petitions had come from the 
fame (hop ; and, had this mode been conceived to be regulaib 
and proper, it would, no doubt, have been adopted with re- 
gard to oth^r petitions, and they would probably have comp 
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from the fame prcfs. With regard to publifliing petitions in 
the newfpapersy thh Houfe perhaps might be ignorant of its 
having been done, and it. might have been done without the 
knowledge of the parties. Upon the whole, he muft oppofe 
tfie bringing up the petition. 

Lord WILLIAM RUSSELL and Mr. WILLIAM 
SMITH faid each a few words in favouj of receiving the pe- 
tition. 

, Colonel MACLEOD faid, that the expredion that all thd 
petitions had come from the faiAc (hop had not been made ufe 
of by him, but by a right honourable gentleman oppodte to 
him (Mr. Dundas). He begged, therefore, that the right fad- 
dle might be put on the right horfe, and that the right honou- 
rable gentleman’s witticifnis might not be faftenedon him ai^d 
his friends. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he was of opinion that the petition 
ought to be received ; but at the fame time, as it feemed a 
little doubtful, and in order that the important bufinefs which 
was to come on, viz. the motion of his honourable friend 
(Mr. Grey} might not be delayed, he was induced to wi(h that 
the motion for bringing tip the petition fhould be withdrawn, 
which was accordingly done. 

After which a petition from certain inhabitants of the town 
of Warwick, and its neighbourhood, was prefented by Mr. 
William STmith ; one from about 1000 inhabitants of Hud- 
dersfield in Yorkfliire, by Mr. Erlkine ; one from a number 
of inhabitants of the town and neighbourhood of Dundee, by 
Mr. Sheridan ; one from a number of inhabitants of the town 
' of Paifley, by Mr. Whitbread ; one from certain inhabitants 
of the burgh of Montrofc, by Mr. Curwen ; one from certain 
inhabitants of the town of KHmarnock, anotlier from certain 
inhabitants of the burgh of Kilmarnock, and another from 
certain inhabitants of Newmills, in the parifh of Loudoun and 
fliirc of Ayr, by Mr. Wharton ; one from certain inhabitants 
irf the county of Perth, by Mr. Lambton ; one from a great 
number of inhabitants of the city of Edinburgh, of the whole 
kngth of the floor of the Houfe, and praying for a thorough 
ieferm in the reprefentation, by Colonel Macleod ; one from 
certain inhabitants of the town of Dumbarton, by Mr. Whit- 
i one from certain inhabitants'of the borgfapof Irvine^ 
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another from certain inhabitants of the town of Stratbtveii^ 
another from certain inhabitants of the burgh of the county df 
Roxburgh, another /ronr certain inhabitants of the burgh of 
Linlithgow, and another from certain inhabitants of the towa 
and^ieighbourhood of Anftruther^ by Colonel Macleod ; and 
one from a number of inhabitants of the town of Nottingham^ 
and neighbourhood thereof, by Mr. Grey. 

Mr. GREY then prefented a petition, bearing to be the pe- 
tition of certain perfohs whofe names were thereunto fub- 
feribed, which was brought up and read by the Clerk. The 
petition was of fuch length, that the reading of it took up 
nearly half an hour. It ftated, with great propriety and dil^ 
tindnefs, the defefts which at prefent exift in the reprefenta* 
tion of the People in Parliament. It took notice of the divi- 
fion of the reprefentation, or the proportions in which the dif- 
ferent countries contribute to the total number of the repre- 
fentatives ; (liewing, under that head, the abfurd difpropor- 
tion which takes place in a variety of infiances, in fo muchy 
that the county of Cornwall alone fends more Members to 
Parliament than the counties ^f York, Rutland, and Middle- 
fex, put together, &c. It proceeded to take notice of the 
difiribution of the eledive franchife, or the proportional num« 
ber by which the different reprefentatives are elefted ; ftatingi 
under that head, that a majority of the whole Houfe of Com- 
mons is elected by lefs than 15,000 perfons, or, in other 
words, by the two-hundredth part of the People to be repre- 
fented, fuppofing that they confift only of three millions of 
adults, &c. It went on to take notice of the right of voting, 
or the various reftri£tions and limitations under which the pri- 
vilege of a vote for the choice of a reprefentative is beftowed ; 
ftating the great evils and inequalities that prevail in that re* 
fpedl. It afterwards took notice of the qualifications to bo 
polTefred by candidates and thofe elcded ; and then confidered 
the evils arifing from the length of the duration of Parlia* 
ments. It went on then to detail the mode in which elediona 
are conduced and decided ; and, under that head, (hewing the 
evils arifing from the length of* time to which polls are pro- 
traded, from the influence of corporations, by the powers en- 
truftqd to returning oiScers, and from the appeal to the Houfe 
ef Cemrnons under the epeiations of the ads xotfa, txth^ 
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a5th, and 28th of Geo. III., as far as the fame relate to ex* 
pence and delay. The petition proceeded to take notice of 
the mifchief relblting from the^\dcfs&ii a^ abufes which it had 
previouily pointed out, particularly by the fyftcm of private 
patronage and the influence poflefled by Peers- and wealthy 
Commoners in the nomination of what are called the repre- 
fcntativesx>f the People ; Ihewing, under this head, that, by 
the patronage and influence of feventy-one Peers artd ninety-, 
one Commoners, the return of no fewer than three hundred 
and fix Members of that Houfc was procured, which confide- 
rably exceeded a majorliy of the Houfe. The petition dwelt, 
at confiderable length, upon all the points already mentioned, 
and detailed a variety of other abufes, all which the Petitioners 
offered to fubftantiatc by proof ; and it concluded by dating the 
great ncceflity there was for the application of an immediate 
remedy, and the high importance of fiich a meafure ; and 
prayed the Houfe to take the matter Into their ferious confide* 
ration, and to apply fuch remedy and redrefs to the evils com* 
plained of as (bould appear proper. 

After the petition had been read, 

Mr. BURKE exprefled his wilh to know from whence the 
petition came which had jull been read, as the place of refi- 
dence of the Petitioners was not mentioned* 

The names of the Petitioners was then read by the Clerk ; 
after which, 

Mr. GREY rofe, and (aid, it was certainly not uncommon 
that petitions (hould be prefented to that Houfe from perfons 
not deferibing their place of abode, or affuming any other de* 
feription than that of the perfons whofe names were fubferibed 
to the petition : if, however, it would afford any fatisfaclion 
to the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke), he had no ob* 
je£Uon whatever to (late, that all the fubferibers refide either 
in London, or near it, and that the petition had been drawn 
up and figned there. On the very important fubje£t which it 
refpeSed, he was very apt to believe, that, whatever opinions 
gentlemen might entertain, either with refpe£l to a reform in 
the reprefentation of the people, or as to the time Vhtci) might 
be thought proper for bringing it about, it muft be conlidered 
by all parties as a matter of much importance, to have laid be* 
them fuch an accurate, full, and precifc detail of-all thn 
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fa£ts connected with thefuhje£l, bythofewhp are ready and 
able to prove the fa&s they have alTerted in their peti- 

tion ; it would alfo ha||d^he wSStto fhorten very much what 
he woulj have to and to render it unnecelTary for him^to 
trouble the Houfe at any great length. He was aware of the 
difficulties he had to encounter : in bringing forward this bufi- 
nefS|. he was aware how ungracious it would be for that 
Hdkffe to fliew that they are not the real reprefentatives of the 
people : he was aware that the queftion had been formerly agi- 
tated, on different occadons, by great and able charaAers, who 
have deferred the caufe, from defpair of fuccefs: and hq was 
aware that he mull neceffarily go into what may perhaps be 
fuppofed trite and worn-out arguments. From recent circum- 
flances which had occurred, fincehelaft brought the fubjedt 
before the Houfe, he had an additional claim to candour, from 
the extent to which the prejudices againfl all reform and inno- 
vation had been thereby increafed. It was by no means his 
intention to go into any of the tranfaAions of the period when 
he made his original motion on this TubjeA, or to carry any 
idea along with him of what might poffibly lead to perfonal re- 
fentment. He came forward, on the prefent occaCoh, aAu- 
ated folely by a fcnfe of duty, to make a ferious and important 
motion, which, he was ready fairly to admit, involved no lefs 
a confideration than a fundamental change of the Government. 
He felt, in the ftrongeft manner^ how very formidable an ad- 
verfary he had to encounter in the right honourable gentleman 
oppofite to him (Mr. Pitt] formidable from his talents — for- 
midable froni the influence of his fituation — but ftill more for- 
midable from having been once friendly to the caufe of reform, 
and bccominglts determined opponent, drawing off others from 
its ftandard. With that right honourable gentleman he never 
would condefeend to bargain, nor Ihould he endeavour'to con- 
. ciliate his favour by any mode of compliment : he had never 
’ difguifed the objeAions he had to the way in which he had 
come into power, and to the whole fyftcm of his government 
fince. In the courfe of the laft difeuffion on the prefent fub- 
JeA, the right honourable gentleman Teemed to»hint fbmething 
of general objeAions to reform ; but he well knew that the 
chief difficulty to be encountered, would be the argument as to 
the danger of the times. This, indeed, is a never-failing ar- 
Vot.XXXV. 3 C 
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gumenti dually rn times of profperity and advrerfity, in timef 
bf war and of pea'ce. If our^JQj^ia^ikjS^ to be prerfperous*^ 
it is then alked, whether wc can be than happy, or more 
than free ? In the feafon of adverfity, ofrthe other hand, all 
reform, or innovation, is deprecated from the pretended rilk df 
increafing the evil and prelfure of our fitimtion. From all this 
it would appear, that the time for reform never yet had come, 
and never could come* By arguments fuch as thefe had reform 
been hitherto combated ; and by the like he believed it ever 
t^ould be attacked, until fome dreadful convulfion ftoiild take 
place, which might threaten even the conftitution itfelf with 
annihilation. Many had been the unniccefsful attempts to 
bring about a reform. At different times the great qiieftion 
of reform has been brought forward ; but a proper time has 
bever yet besn found for it. In 1733, a motion was made in 
that Heufe, by Mr. Bromley, for a repeal of the Septennial 
aft, and that motion was feconded in a very able fpeech by Sir 
William Wyndhaili. At that time the propofition was met, 
and ruccefsfulTy reflfled, upon the pretence of danger arifing 
from Papids and Jacobites plotting againft the State and the 
Conftittition. In 1745^ another attempt was made; and 
that was the only occafion on which the pretence of danger 
Was not made ufe of, although the country was then in a date 
of war and didurbance ; bur the fuccefs of the attempt was 
jud the fame as of the former onev Again, he faid, the buli- 
nefs came to be agitated in the year 1758 ; then alfo the mo- 
tion was rejefted. The right honourable gentleman (Mr, 
Pitt) had hiinfelf brought forward the fubjeft three different 
times, in 1782, in 1783, and ladly in 1785, when he was 
Minider. The fame objeftion with refpeft to the time was 
then made, and combated by the right honourable gentleman 
ftrongly and powerfully in argument, but without effeft ; and 
he had no doubt it would continue to be made fuccefsfully till 
the people refolve for themfelves that there diall be a proper 
time; But while we are for ever met by this argument againft 
any enlargement of popul^ tights, the encroachments of pre- 
foi^tive are overlooked, aiid no danger is apprehetiided from 
|the palling an Alien bill, a Traitorous Correlpondence bill. 
It Was^ no doubt, true, that, in troublefonie times, it 

might, periuips, be necellary to delegate a larger postion of 
I 
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power to the executive Government: but why fljould innov^ 
tions in favour of prerogative be watched with le&jealoufy^ 
than innovations in favoiuyjfthe popular part of the rondity- 
tion ? The bufinefs of^pmrm^ppSired to have flept from 1785 
to 1790, when ity(Ss again brought forward by Mr, Flood : 
at that time, the internal convulfton in France had hut juft be- 
gun ; and it was then afked, whether we would think of re- 
pairing our houfe in the hurricane feafon. But ho would, no 
dotibt, be told that the danger is now greater than ever this 
country experienced, by many degrees ; for the dangers talked 
of, at other limes, are held to be all of no account, when 
compared with the danger of what are called French prin- 
ciples : if, however, there was ever any danger to this country 
from the propagation of French principles, or from the increaf- 
cd dominion of Fraiice, that danger uoqiieftionably is com- 
pletely at an end ; for it was impollible that any fet of men, 
who had not aflually loft their fenfes, (hould ever propofe the 
French revolution as a model for imitation ; no argument, 
therefore, drawn from the fituation of Francb could apply to 
the kind of reform which it was the wifh of thofe with whom 


he aded to introduce. 


It had been faid laft year by the right honourable gentleman, 
that this country had juft recovered from the calamities of the 
American war, and that it would be imprudent to rjlk by in- 
novation the growing profperity of the country. Now the 
cafe was unhappily moft woefully reverfed ; befides being in- 
volved in a moft ruinous war, the whole commercial credit of 
the nation is lhakeii, and we have funk from this zenith of 
our profperity into the moft neceflitous and diftrefled fituation ; 
witnefs the bill with refpeft to commercial credit, which that 
Houfe had juft pafted ; witnefs the daily numerous bankrupt- 
cies. In this calamitous ftate with refpedl to credit at home 
and war abroad, nothing could tend To much in all probability 
to deliver the country from thefe dreadful evils, as to have a 
pure and uncornipted Houfe of Commons emanating freely 
and fairly from the people. Had a reform in the reprefenta-^ 
tion of the people taken place upon the end of the war and con- 
clufion of the peace in 1763, this codntry had, in all likelihood, 
efcaped the American war: — If it had taken place laft year, 
it would probably have faved us from our prefent diftreftes. 

3C? 
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Pc and his friendS| he fiiid| had piiblifhed, laft ycari their 
opinions upon this ftibjefi, and credit would fome time or 
other be done them for it. this country was at 

peace; Europe was diftrafled; had tnfe Houfc of Commons 
been a free and fair reprefentaiion of the^nple, thefe advan- 
tages would, moft probably, have been improved and fecureef. 
At prefent it is faid that principles have been held fupported, 
by arguincnts, equally dangerous to the Conftitution and to 
order ; but| how can thefe be fo w^ell met as by amending the 
errors of the Conftitution ? With thefe views he had given 
notice of the motion which he now brought forward. How- 
ever unwilling he was to put this cafe upon the weight of au- 
thority ; yet, at a time, when it has become cuftomary to 
charge with bad viev/s, all thofe who talk of any fpecies of al- 
teration, he thought it right to ftate it had the fupport of very 
great and high authorities. It had been fupported by Mr. 
Locke; by Mr. Juft ice Blackftone ; by the late Sir George 
Savile ; by the Earl of Chatham, and by the prefent Mafter of 
the Rolls, the prefent Lord Chief Baron, and the prefent Lord 
Chief Juftice of the King’s Bench. It had been fupported by 
the right honourable gentleman (Mr. PittJ himfelf ; and by 
|thc Duke of Richmond, and by an authority ftill greater than 
thefe, viz. by a fpecch of His Majefty from the throne. On 
looking into the journals of the 24th of May, 1784, he found 
a motion made, that the King’s fpeech (hould be read, wherein 
His Majefty fays, that he would be always defirous to concur 
with his Parliament, in fupporting and maintaining, in their 
juft balance, the rights of every branch of the Legiflature, — 
If he did not think it requifite to follow the petition in the de- 
tail of fafts, it was for no other caufe than that they are there 
fo fully dated; and can be diftindlly proved. What could be 
more palpably abfurd in point of inequality, for inftance, tlian 
that the county of Cornwall ihould fend to Parliament almoft 
as many Members as the whoic of Scotland ? And that repre- 
fentatives Ihould be fent from places where hardly a houfe re- 
mains ? And, the ftS being indifputable, he would now 
come to confider the effeft; if, according to the prefent fyftcm, 
worthy, able and independent men were likely to be chofen as 
rcprcfcntativcs of the people, he would not aim at a change ; 
but if quite the reverfe is the cafe, and if eledions are in moft 
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cafes procured by corruption, then a fpeedy and efiedual re« 
medy would become eifentially neceflary ; he wiih^d the quef- 
lion to be decided oi^lBliii^jyu^fair argument. He mentioned 
this chiefly, bcc^jffe general reprefentation is commonly fup- 
poftd to be on natural right ; but he refled his argu- 

ment not on natural right, but upon what is in itfelf the beft 
fyflem of Government, and moft conducive to the happinefs of 
the lubjeSs. When he fpoke of the Conftitution of this 
country, he did not fpeak of it as of a fyflem which had been 
eftabliihed at any one time. No — it had arifen out of various 
contingencies, and at different periods ; and its goodnefs and 
excellence originated from the very caufe on account of which 
fome perfons have pretended to deny that we have any Confti- 
tution at all. But if there was one principle more flrongly in- 
culcated than another at the time of the revolution, it was this, 
that the cleftion of the Houfe of Commons (hould be free.— 
One of the refolutions carried at that important xra was that 
King James had violated the freedom of eledlion, whence it 
would follow that the Crown ought not in a degree to interfere 
in the eleSion of thofe who were to reprefent the people ; but 
that the latter fliould be left to fend to Parliament the perfons 
who were the objedls of their free choice. Another principle 
afferted at the revolution was, thsTt a man ought not to be go- 
verned by laws, in the framing of vvhich he had not a voicey 
either in perfon or by his reprefent^tive ; and that he ought 
not to be made to pay any tax to which he fliould not have 
confented in the fame way. Now, he alked, 'was it poflible 
more completely to trample upon thefe t^o principles, thante 
make the Houfe of Commons confift of perfons not chofen by 
the people ? At the revolution, alfo the neccflity of Ihort Par- 
liaments was alTertcd ; and every departure from theft princi- 
ples is, in fome fliape, a departure from the fpirit and prac- 
tice of the Conftitution ; yet when they are compared with the 
prefent ftate of the reprefentation, how does the matter ftand? 
Arc the eleftions free ? or are Parliaments free ? With r^peft 
to Ihortening the duration of Parliament, it did .not appear to 
him that it would be advantageoys, without a total alteration of 
the prefent fyftem. But if it be faid that we are now in pof- 
ieflion of that Conftitution derived from our anceftors and fet- 
tled at the revolution^ he woyld alk, whether there have been 
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iK^ alt^t ions, (ince the revolution ? Has not the patronage, of 
Peers increafed ? Is not the patronage of India now vefted in 
the Crown ? Are all thefe Innovations^be made, in order to 
increaie the jnfluence of the ExeSurive P^^er ; and is nothing 
to he done in favour of the popular part of>Jje Conftitution, 
to ad as a counterpoife ? But has there been alteratibn,^ 
fince the revolution, even in the form and conftitution of the 
Houfe of Commons itfelf, which have gone to the increafe of 
influence ? The introdudion of forty-five Members to repre-'- 
fent in the Britilh Parliament the people of Scotland, had alfa 
ftrengthened the hands of the Crown ^ an aflertion which no 
one could difpute, who was at all acquainted with the manner 
in which the Scotch M^-mbers were cleded. The abufe of 
burgage tenures, in defiance of an ad of King William, 
gave the crown an influence in many boroughs in England. 
He read a paflage from that ad, in which it was declared that 
all fplitting of tenure tenements, and mciritages, and heredita- 
events, for the purpofe of multiplying votes, fhould be deemed 
illegal and of no efled ; and yet though this (latute, by extend- 
ing to all kind of towns, neceflarily inncluded burgage tenures, 
the latter had unaccountably been fuiFered to creep out of the 
fiatute, and were daily multiplied in defiance of it, for thepur- 
pofeof multiplying votes and increafing influence at eledions. 
On this fubjed he quoted an opinion given judicially by Lord 
Thurlow, when fitting as Chancellor in the Houfe of Lords, 
in an appeal caufe from Scot and, refpeding the right of vot- 
ing at eledions in that part of the kingdom. That learned 
Lord, after having faid that the right of elcdion in Scotland 
had been debafed, and put on the level of an Englifti burgage 
tenure ; the Houfe of Commons, he faid, had an unlimited 
jurifdidion in the trial of all queftions refpeding the cledion 
of Members ; but if the right of cledion could by law be 
decided in a Court of Law in England, as it was in Scotland^ 
he convinced an Englifli Court of Law would not be fa- 
with inch a mode of elcdion as this, that a nobleman’s 
Steward. fhould go <lpwn to a borough with ten 6r twelve pieces^ 
of parchment in his hand, containing each the qualification 
for a vote, a^d having aflFembled round a table as many of the 
tenants or fervants of bis Lord, fhould diftribute among them 
jparchmenis,---tben propofe a candidatCi-^nd afiterwardf 
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coIle£l thcfe paFc 1 nil^t$^ declare his Lord*s Fnctid duly 

defied for the yet fuch was the ^ode df 

elefling thofe wh^ftprefented the boroughs where the right of 
deftion arol^ll^ih burgage tenures. Such eleftions Lcotl 
Thurlow did not hefitate to call a mockery. Mr. Grey te- 
marked that when Mr. Pitt moved for an addition of loo 
Members to be added to the counties, he coidd not carry his 
motion ; and yet he had contrived to procure the nomination 
of 40 Members by indirefl: means ; for he had added to the 
Houfe of Peers 30 Members, who either nominated direaiy 
or by irrefiftible influence, that number of Members of the 
Ploufe of Commons, as appeared from the petitions then on 
the table, and which the petitioners were ready to prove. 

Mr. Grey then read the refolutions which are entered iii the 
journals at the commencement of every fdlion in the following 
words ; 

Refolved, ** That no peer of this realm hath any right to 
give, his vote in the elcdion of any Member to ferve in Par- 
liament.” 

Refolved, That it is a high infringement upon the liber- 
ties and privileges of the Commons of Great Britain, foe 
any Lord of Parliament, or any Lord Lieutenant of any 
county, to concern themfelvcs in the cleflions of Members 
to ferve for the Commons in Parliament.” 

If the prefent fyftem be right, thefe refolutions, and the 
principles upon which they are founded, mutt be wrong, and 
it would be better to expunge them from the journals, than to 
allow them to remain there while the praftice is fo totally in- 
Confiftent with them. It may perhaps be faid, however, that 
although the Conftitution may have been in fome fliape 
paired fince the revolution, it ftill remains fo good as to make 
a change hazardous. In fpeaking on this fubjedf, the influ- 
ence appeared to him fo exceflive, and the occafion fo impor- 
tant, that, if he fliouldeven go a little beyond the ftridl bounds 
of what it may be ufual to advance in that Hoiife, he hoped it 
might be overlooked. Were the»€fvils of the American War 
nothing? Thefe were, in his mind, entirely owing to the 
unequal and corrupt reprefentation in Parliament. It foay be 
f^id, however, that the Houfe of Commons are really a juft 
reprefeatation of the people, becaufe, on great emergencies 
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they never fail to fpeak the fenfe of the people, as was the cale 
in the American war, aqd in dieRy^ian armament :.bu«^ad 
the Houfi: of Commons been a re» repcel^tatlon of t^e peo- 
ple, they would have interfered fooner on th^^occafions wjith- 
oot the neceflity of being called upon to do He feared 
much that that Houfe was not a real reprefeatation of the 
people ; that it was too much influenced by paflion, prejudice, 
or intereft. This may, for a time, give to the executive >Go- 
vernment apparent ftrength ; but no Government can be ei- 
ther lafting or free which is not founded on virtue 1 and on that 
independence of niind and'conduft among the people, which 
creates energy, and leads to every thing that is noble and ge- 
nerous, and that alone can conduce to.the ftrength and fafety of 
a ftate. 

What confiitutes a ftate ? 

Not high-raifed battlement or laboured mound, 

Thick wall or moated gate ; 

Not cities proud with fpires and turrets crown’d; 

Not bays and broad-armed ports, 

Where, laughing at the ftorm, proud navies ride ; 

Not ftarr’d and fpangled courts. 

Where low-brow’d bafenefs wafts perfume to pride 
No : MEW, high-minded mem, 

With powers as &r above dull brutes endued 
Inroreft, brake, or den, 

As beafts excel cold rocks and brambles rude; 

Men who their duties know. 

But know their rights^ and, knowing, dare maintun. — 

If the prefent pradlice deviates from the principles of the 
Conftitution, he had furely a good tight to call upon the 
Houle to inq[uire into the fubjed : and to conlider in what way 
it may be amended. Indeed it was evident, that many lead- 
ing Members of that Houfe confidered a great part of it in a 
ftate of dependence ; elfe what could mean the frequent ap- 
peals to thofe who were emphatically called the independent 
Members; an honourable gentleman (he meant Mr. Powys) 
had in 1784 aflembled round him a little fenate of his own, 
compofed of thofe independent country gentlemen, from, 
which he had excluded the borough Members, as probably not 
coming vntbin the defcription of independent Members of 
Parliament. Surely this might be confidered as a tacit avowal 
on the part of a great enemy to reforii), of the abfofote necef- 
iky of that very meafure wtuch be fo ftrongly oppof^.— 
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There were afgumeats for reform, which he need only to ftate, 
tq produce conviftion ; th^ounty of Rutland fent as many 
Members to Parliamcn^iftlllP*fuiC‘h of Yorkfliire ; and 
Cornwall as many asJfutland, Yorkfliire and Middlefex toge- 
and as manju^thiti one as the whole kingdom of Scot- 
land. Thefe were fads within the knowledge of the Houfe ; 
and furely afforded fuflicient ground for a Parliamentary Re- 
form* Here were other grounds arifing from bribery, cor- 
ruption, and expence a.t eledions, which were known to every 
Member who had ferved on eledion Committees, though 
they were not known to the Houfe as a bcx^. Sometimes^ 
indeed, reports from Committees ftated ads of bribery and 
corruption, as in the cafes of Cricklade and ShoK^ham, and 
Stockbridge, whofe cafe was (till depending. The moft 
certain and effedual remedy in thofe cafes was to eflablifli a 
more popular eledion, which was the moft likely method to 
fecure the purity of eledion, and the independence of Mem- 
bers of that Houfe. 

Mr. Grey then faid, that his intention was to make a mo- 
tion for referring the petition to a Committee; but he had it 
not in contemplation to propofe any particular plan, as there 
occurred to him many reafons againft it. In the cafe which 
had juft occurred with refped to commercial credit, the right 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) himfelf had proceeded in that 
precife way; he had ftated the grievance or evil fuppofed to 
exift ; the Houfe, on his motion, had referred it to a Com- 
mittee to inveftigate into the matter, and to report to the 
Houfe ; and, upon the report of that Committee, a bill had 
been brought in, and had now paifed that Houfe, which he 
wiflied fincerely might have the effed to remedy the evil. If, 
then, it fliould be faid to him, why would you alarm and diC> 
turb the minds of the people, when you have no particular plaii 
of redrefs to propofe? he would oppofe to fuch queftion, the 
right honourable gentleman’s own mode of proceeding in the 
cafe he had mentioned ; but he would fay alfo, that it was in- 
deed the proper and regular mode of proceeding. He did not 
approve of the Duke of Richmond’s*pIan pf reform, though 
he thought it better than the prefent fyttem : — Any plan would 
be better which would fecure fuch people in fhe Houfe, af 
would vote independently, and uninfluenced by cocrtiption : 
Vol.KXXV. 3D 
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fic could certainly mention a plan which app^red to him much 
better; but he was not bound by general mode of proceed- 
ings in that Houfe, tO^iTioye^ahy rphudfic plan, and he would 
therefore adopt that mode which had\^j^ ufuall;^ /ollowed, 
and which appeared to him the beft, via^ifter having &S^ 
the grievance, to move for a Committee to take it into confi- 
deration, and report to the Houfe fiich mode of remedy as 
Ihall appear to them proper. He concluded with mOfing, 
that the petition (hould be referred to a Committee. 

Mr. ERSKINE feconded the motion. 

The honourable R. B. JENKINSON began with obferv- 
ing, that fo various were the objeftions which occurred to him 
on the propofition of the honourable gentleman, that bcfidcs 
the difficulties which he always laboured under in addrelfing 
himfelf to that Houfe, he felt the additional one of being obliged 
to fclcfl: amongft the different arguments which offered them- 
felves to his mind. The time, the mode, in which this quef- 
tion had been introduced, were highly objedlionable. It had 
been introduced at a time when our conftitution had been threat- 
ened from within, and when war had been declared againfl: it 
from without : it had been introduced in a mode ftill more ex- 
traordinary. Without any complaint on the part of the people, 
a number of gentlemen affociate thcmfelvcs for the purpofe of 
perfuading them that they feel grievances, of which they ap- 
pear not even to have dreamed. If they had fucceeded in 
rouflng the lion, could they have fuppufed they could have led 
it at their diferetion ? Could they have faid to the people, The 
conllitution is defe^ive ; it mull be reformed ; it can be re- 
formed only by your rifing ; but if you, agreeing with us in 
the evil, fliould differ with us in the remedy ; if your ideas of 
reform (hould be more extenfive than ours ; if you (hould pafs 
the line we have drawn for you, that moment you would be 
traitors and rebels, and we will be the firft to inform againft 
you.” The example of a neighbouring country unfortunately 
proves that the people, once excited, can be appeafed at the 
nod of no man, and that, under fuch circumAances, they would 
inevitably become inArhments in the hands of thofe whofe* 
wickednefs and extravagance will pulh them to the greateft ex- 
tremities. But this was not all. This AIToctation, after, 
twelve months' confideration, and, if we may judge froin their 
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rndvenifements tn the public papers, repeated and . 
meetings, bring forward to the donfideration of thia Hwlb 
fubjeft of parliamentanift%form^.^m e^en venturing; to 
produce a fpecific He faid, he had a right to infer from 

thit in this country, aflbciated 

together for fo ^nfiderable a fpice of time, bad fo little been 
able to afcertain the evil, that they had never difeovered the 
reiipedy which ought to be applied to it ; and that it might 
therefore have been expelled, that inftead of the propofition of 
ahe honourable gentleman, they fhould have heard a recanta<^ 
tion of their principles on this fubje6i, from an avowal of the 
fruitleflhefs of their refearch. But K^re he did not mean to 
reft the queftion ; for ill chofen as had been the time, ill adapt- 
ed to the circumftances of that time as had been the mode, his 
obje£lions were principally to the Jubflance of the proportion. He 
objefted to it not only as produAive of no good, but as pro- 
dudive of pofitive evil ; not as nugatory, but in its confe- 
quences as fatal ; fo produdive of evil, and fo fatal, that he 
neither knew that time nor that irfode which could have recon- 
ciled him to its adoption. He then remarked, that it was a 
fubjeft well wwthy of obfervation, to examine the effefts of 
different Governments on different co^mtries ; but that it was 
ftill more curious to examine the effcdls of the fame Govern**, 
ment on different countries. Take, he faid, abfohite monarchy ; 
it will be perceived, that in fome of the countries of Europe, 
that Government produces all the horrors and evils of which 
any fyftcm can be capable ; that in other countries it produces 
as much happinefs to the people, as a fyftem fo defedive as 
abfolute monarchy mud be can poflibly produce. And yet 90 
apparent reafon frequently exifts for this extraordinary diffe- 
rence. What inference did he draw from this ? That the cf- 
feSs of Government on the people do not fo much depend on 
general principles and general theories, as on little accidental 
circumftances which are frequently not even perceptible ; and 
confcquently, if plauGble theories ought never. to be an objecr 
tion to reform, when practical grievances are felt, fo defeilive 
theories ought not to be a ground/or reform, when not^niy 
no practical grievance, but every praftical advantage, is felt. 
From the honourable gentleman not having introduced ^ fpe- 
cific plan, he muft of courfe feel fome difficulty in arguing the 

3D a 
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queftion. Herqoiced, however, at hearing him give u^thi 
right af unherfal fuffrage. |f all perfons have not a natural 
tight to vote for Mem^fj^of Parliam^t, no particular clafsof 
perlbns can have that right ; the<Hne«uld never be drawn. 
The queilion then is placed upon its propes^ound ;*it 
queftion of witVom, a queftion of expediency, but not a quef- 
tion of right. Confidering it then in this 'point of view^ we 
ou^t to examine this queftion on the fanie principle on which 
all quellions of the fort mud be examined. Viz. by inquiring 
what was the end that was to be produced 1 and then confider- 
ing what were the means likely to produce that end. The 
end was, a Houfe of Commons that was to produce certain ef- 
feAs. The means of obtaining that Houfe of Commons, were 
the electors. We ought not then to begin firft, by confidering 
who ought to be the ele^ors, and then who ought to be eled- 
ed } but we ought to begin by confidering who ought to be the 
eleded, and then conditute fueh perfons eledors as would be 
likely to produce the bed eledbed. Three quedions, then, arife 
out of this principle : 

id, What is the Houle of Commons ? 

2d, How ought it to be compofed to anfwer its objcft ? 

3d, What is the way of fo compoling it ? 

Suppofing, then, that there can be no doubt on the fird of 
thefe quedions ; that we mud be all agreed that the Houfe of 
Commons is meant to be a legiflative body, reprefenting all 
defcriptions of men in this country. Without troubling the 
Houfe any farther on that propofition, he would proceed to 
the fecond, and confider how it ought to be formed. In the 
fird place, he fuppofed every perfon would agree, that the 
landed intered ought to have the preponderant weight. The 
landed intered was, in faft, the- Itaraina of the country. In 
the fecond place, in a commercial country like this, the manu- 
fadluring and commercial intered ought to have a confiderable 
weight, fceondary to the landed intered, but fecondary tp the 
landed intered only. But was this ail that was neceffary ?— 
There were other defcriptions of people, which, to didinguilh 
front thofe already mentioned, he Ibould dile profejjional ptople, 
and whom he confidered as abfolutely nccelTary to the compo* 
fition of a Houle of Commons. By profelfional people, he 
did sot mean to ufe that exprelfion is the narrow wd confined 
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fcnfe in which it was generally ufed ; he meant thdre 
bers of the Hoiife of Commons who wiflied to raife thentfeivea 
to the ^eat ofHceSi^ the StatwMhgfe that were in the army ; 
thofe that were in the navy \ thofe that were in the law : and 
he rnaimaisMdr that thefe feveral defcriptions of perfons ought 
to be able to find fome means of entering into that Houfe. 
Firft, it is to be confidered, that by the prafiicc of the oonfti- 
tution, the Miniders of the Crown are, in part, chofen out of 
the Hoiife of Commons. The landed intereft, or country 
gentlemen, are, generally fpeaking, not ambitious of exer* 
cifing thofe functions ; and indeed it was not to be wondered 
that perfons of conAdera^le property and confequence in the 
country, (hotild find themfelves fo much employed by the ma- 
nagement of their property, by fulfilling the office of Magif- 
tratein their different counties^ and by attending their duty as 
Members of Parliament, as not to be, in general, defirous of 
becoming Members of the AdminiAration of the country. In- 
deed, it may, perhaps, be more proper that fuch perfons (hould 
be employed in watching over the condufl: of thofe who exercife 
the funftions of executive Government, than that they fhould 
be employed in exercifing thofe fun£iions themfelves. This 
applied Aill ftronger to thofe gentlemen in the commercial line. 
They did nbt, generally fpeaking, come into Parliament till 
they were rather at an advanced period of life^ and they were 
then fo occupied with their commercial concerns, that even if 
they had the difpofition, they could not have the leifurej to be- 
come Members of the executive Government. Unlefs, then, 
thelaft defeription of perfons whom he had mentioned ; unlefs 
profeffional men could find their way into that Houfe, you 
would Alike at the root of this principle. He faid,.that the 
principle itfelf was a very important one ; that it had been 
commonly obferved, that whilA in other countries men could 
fcarcely be found to difeharge the offices of the State, in this 
country there were always more than were fufficient; but if 
the profeffional men he had mentioned were prevented from 
becoming Members of Parliament, we Aiould lofe one of the 
moA important advantages of *our ConAitution. There was 
another reafon why thefe perfons were abfolutely neceffiiry : 
we werc;conAantIy in the habit of difculfing in that Houfe all 
tbe important concerns of the State; it was neceflary, there** 
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fore, that there Ihould be perfbas in ihf pradtice of debating 
fuch queftioQs. It would plaiidy appear, from what has been 
already laid, that die yer^J^e reafon which would, gene* 
tally fpeaking, prevent either gentlemen in the landed intereft, 
ior in the commercial intereft, from accepting tKt^ ^ces of %e 
State, would likewife prevent them from exerciGng, in a con* 
iiderable degree, their talents in the'pradice of debating. If, 
diqrefore, he faid, we were deftrous that there (hould continue, 
in that country a conftant fupply of men to form vigorous and 
effedive adminiftrations ; if we were defirous that there (hould 
continue in that Houfe a conftant fupply of men to form vigo* 
rous and effedive oppofitions, for the purpofe of watching 
over the conduA of fuch Minifters, the deferiptions of perfons 
he had mentioned were abfolutely necelFary to the compofition 
of it. There was another reafon ; being conttantly in the habit 
of debating in Parliament on all the different affairs of State, 
on the naval, on the military affairs, on the ftate of the law of 
the country, it was proper, he faid, that v/e ihould have 
within ourfelves perfons belonging to thefe different profeflions, 
to whom we might occafionally appeal on fuch fubjedls, and 
in whofe opinion we might confide, if their charader in their 
profeilion induced us fo to do. There was a fourth reafon, 
which was, to his mind, ftronger than all the reft. The pro* 
feflional perfons he had mentioned, in fa^, made that Houfe 
the reprefentation of the people. Suppofe, that in that Houfe 
there were oply country gentlemen ; they would not then be 
the reprefentatives of the nation, but the reprefentatives of the 
landholders of the nation. Suppofe there were in that Houfe 
only commiercial perfons ; they would not be the reprefenta- 
tives of .the nation ; but the reprefentatives of the commercial 
intereft of the nation. See, he faid, from an example what 
would be the confequcnce of this. There cannot be a more 
important fubjc6t of legiflation than the corn laws. It would 
be agreed by every one, that Parliament Ihould pi event corn 
from.either becoming fo dear as to diftrefs the poor, or from 
its becoming fo cheap as to affeS agriculture. The landholders 
of the country have an intereft that corn fhould be as dear as 
po^ble; peribns in the commercial and inanufaduriQg line 
have an intereft that com (hould be as cheap as poffible : it 
inevitably followj that if one of thefe deferiptions of 
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perfons only found their way into the Houfei the intetdft qf 
that defcription of perfons would be principally confidered^ ana 
however refpe£lable thofe j^gr fflWN ii u ght be, m efprit di curpt 
wpuld naturally be found in" all their proceedings^ Supp^ 
theriasideii'*Snd commerciaf^terefts could both find tljgir wa/ 
into this Houfe, the landed intereft, it has been proved, ou^t 
to have the preponderant weight ; it would confequently be 
able, if it had nothing but the commercial intereft to combat 
with, to prevent that intereft from having the weight in the 
Conftitution which it ought to have; and all deferiptions Of 
perfons in the country would, in fa£l, be at the mercy of the 
landholders of it. The profeflional perfons, then, that he had 
mentioned, are what make this Houfe the reprefentatives of 
the people. They have collefiively no efprit de corps^ be- 
caufe they are compofed of perfons in very different profeflions. 
They mix themfclves with the landed and commercial intereft, 
and prevent any efprit de corps ^ by this means, from afleding 
our proceedings. Thus, whilft the landed intereft has of any 
one defcription of perfons the principal weight in this Houfe, 
as it ought to have ; whilft the commercial intereft has of any 
one defcription of perfons the fecondary weight in this Houle, 
as it ought to have, neither the landed nor commercial intereft 
can materially affeft each other. The interefts of the different 
profeflions of the country are fairly confidercd, and the Houfe, 
by this means, become what it could not become by any other 
means, the reprefentatives of the people at large. 

What then, he aiked, were the means of obtaining fuch a 
Houfe of Commons ? The counties, and many of the populous 
boroughs, fecured theele^ion of country gentleihen ; the com- 
mercial towns fecured the eleflion of certain perfons in thaft 
line : but how were the laft defcription of perfons, the profef- 
fional men, to find their way into that Houfe ? In the counties, 
local connection would, in a great meafure, decide the elec- 
tion. However great his property, or the property of any 
other gentleman, might be in a county, it would go a great way 
to decide between A and B, two confiderable perfons in that 
county ; but it could never be biade ufe of with effed for the 
ptirpofe of bringing in a perfon who had no landed property in 
that county, and who could have no connedioh confequently 
with the various interefts in it. In the populous boroughs, the 
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fame principle will in a great meafure avail ; and perfons 'whoj 
for the firft time at lead, are chofen for them, arc generally 
chofen either on account local conne 61 :ion, or by means 

of the exertions which a very confiderable property may enable 
\hem to make. Many gentlemen, after they haiie.,i4CQtPigJn.tQ 
that Houfe by other means, by the reputation they acquire from 
their exertions in it, are, at a fubfequent period, frequently re- 
turned by the mod populous places in the country; but if the 
names of the profeilional perfons, who had come into that 
Houfe for a confiderable number of years, were examined, it 
would be found that far the greater part of them have come in, 
for the firdtime, by means of thofe boroughs which are called 
rotten boroughs ; that having in general no drong local con- 
nexion, and, comparatively fpeaking, no very confiderable 
property, it is fcarccly poflible that they fhould come in by any 
other means ; and if it was the objeX of the honourable gen- 
tleman, as it appeared to be, if it was the objeX of the petiti- 
oners whofe petit Ion. they had heard read that day, as it appear- 
ed likcw'ife to be, to abolifh thofe clofe boroughs, perfons of 
the defeription he had mentioned would fcarcely ever find means 
of obtaining a feat in that Houfe ; and thofe Members whom 
he confidered himfelf to have proved abfolutely necelTary for 
creating that Houfe the Reprefentatives of the People, would 
be entirely excluded. 

He then confidered himfelf to have fliewn that the clofe bo- 


toughs, as being the means of introducing profeflional perfons 
to that Houfe, were abfolutely neceflary to its Conditution. 
Did any evil arife from them ? It might be feared, that their 
influence collcXively might be fo great, as to prevent the 
landed and commercial mtered from having that weight in the; 
Houle which they certainly were entitled to. This objeXion 
had been anfwered before ; for this defeription of individuals 
not being compofed of any one fort of perfons, but of perfons 
cf a variety of profeflions, not being returned by perfons in 
oneintered, but by perfons in very diiFerent intereds, poflefled 
colIeXively no efprit de corpSy and could confequeiitly not af- 
feX the weight of either the landed or monied intered in that 
Houfe. But it might be faid, to a certain degree thefe per- 


^may be neceflary ; but are not their numbers increafing ? 
Preverfe he aflerted was the faX. Let any gentleman look 
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at tlie various decifions on controf^cid. cla^loiu ^soe 
paffing of Mr. OrenvUte’s ad» ^nd lie will 
fevery cafe, the decidon has been in favour dbe" nsiw |i|^ 

right of eleSion ; and that it is afkum^ing bow nlany Utroi^lii' 
there arc, which were believed to Bedofe boroli ghs & very 
year? ago.. . an d- which have flnce been made as an|^ 

roughs in the country. It has frequently been faid, '*> 
had a Houfe of Commons to make for the firlt timd, wo^ 
you conllitute it as the Britilh Houfe of Commons ii Ooni^ 
tuted?” This is^ generally fpeaking, not a £iilr queftiodj 
but he found no difficulty in anfwering it on the prefeht occi^ 
fion. He did not mean to fay, that if he had a Houfe of 
Commons to conftitute in a country fimilar to (jreat Britsun^ 
he fhould conllitute it in every little circiimllance dmilar to 
the prefent. He did not mean to fay, that it would occiir to 
him to give Members to Liverpool and Briftol, and not giv* 
them to Manchefler and Birmingham. But this he wouldfay^ 
that he fliould conllitute it precifely on the fame principli,~-r 
That by means of counties and conliderable boroughs, ho 
would endeavour to fecure the election o£ the landed intereft» 
That by means of the commercial towns, he would endeavour 
to fecure the eledion of the commercial interell, and tltat he 
would certainly conllitute a number of clofe boroughs, where 
there were not more than fifteen or twenty elects. Why ? Th# 
honourable gentleman who had made the propofition of ParlU 
amentary Reform, and the petition on their table, rather pro-^ 
pofed uniformity of eledion. ■ His ideas were the reverie. 
That the modes of eleflion ought to be as varied as polSble^ 
becaufe, if there was but one mode of eleSion, there would, 
generally fpeaking, be but one defcription of perfons in that 
Houfe. His opinion was, that there ought to be a variety of 
defcriptions of perfons in that Houfe ; and by a very varied 
mode of eledlion only could that variety of perfons be fecured. 

We came, however, to this important quellion at lall. — ^Han 
the Houfe of Commons, fo conllituted in pradtice, dnfwered 
the end for which it was defigned i The Houfe of Commons, 
as the democratic part of the Conllitution, as the virtual re^ 
prefentatives of the people, certainly, to a degree, ought to ho 
afficdled by public opinions in their operations. It 
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^owmrt n^eir tie forgot that tW ihrii; quality of the Hoiilfe bt 
jpommbps IS that of heing^a delili^rative aSembly. If public 
option IS necefliurHy to affcft their decihons on every occafion, 
it ceafe to be that d^^ and the Members 

ftothing to do but to go to their conftitnients, 
^a^firc to he directed by them in the votes thcff'SKrTiCFgiTC 
on , every important fubje£):. Public opinion^ then, ought to 
haveaCertain weight in the ebndud of that Houfe ; but public 
oj^inibn bUj|hit never to have fo great a weight, as to preveAlf 
mir exercii^ng iheir deliberative fundions. The petition on 
the tabie^ and the honourable gentleman who had made the 
ixiotion, have aflerted, that the national debt which this coun- 
ty labours under, has originated from the corruption of that 
itibufe. A more extraordinary aflertion never has been made. 
The national debt has arifen from the wars in which this 
country has been involved. Did gentlemen mean to affert, 
that thofe wars were not agreeable to the public opinion ? — 
Confider the hiftory of the wars fince the Houfe of Hanover 
has been bn the throne. The Spanifli war ; was that unpopu- 
lar ? It was entered upon on the exprefs requifition of the 
people, and contrary to the known opinion of the Govern- 
ment. The war of 1756; was that unpopular? Never was 
any country engaged, he believed he might fay, in a more po- 
pular war. The American war ; was that unpopular ? He 
had heard it aflerted by an honourable gentleman oppolite to 
him, that that was the war of the people. Until within a 
year and a half of its conclufion, nothing could be more mark- 
ed than the approbation which the Public gave of that mea- 
fure. It grew unpopular towards the end, as under fimilar 
circiupiftanccs every war will grow unpopular, becaufe it was 
unfuccefsful ; and what was the confequence of this war be- 
coming unpopular ? That the Minifter, who had the com*- 
picte confidence of a Parliament chofen in the year 1780, was 
forced, by that Parliament to quit his (ituation in lefs than 
eighteen months afterwards, in confequence of the ill fuccefs 
of the war! Take, he faid, the adminidration of his right 
honourable friend.* Would any body fay, that that admini- 
ftratioD, which had had the* confidence of the Houfe of Com- 
mons, had not likewife the confidence of the Public? He 
yrpuld admit that that was no proof alone of the adminiilration’s 
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being good ; |)ut that was not the que(lioi;. The 
they were to decide waS| had public opinion ita fulV We 
the deliberation of Parliament ? by the confidence 
liament bad placed in his right honomAle friend, the^ 
opinion bad proved to be in unifon witn the opinion o^, 
was faid, that there were fome meafures of 
prefent adminiftration approved of by that Houfe> and iSmcH 
the Public were averfe from. Very poffibly. The diSerence 
t)f that Houfe from the Public, on any particular meafure, 
could be no objeAion ; for if that Houfe had not ^e power of 
differing from the Public, nay, if it did not fometimes differ 
from them, it would ceafc t6 be a deliberative aflembly* But 
the Ruffian war had been dated, and much had been dwelt bn 
this. The Houfe were well acquainted with his opinion on that 
(ubje6t. He would fuppofe, however, for argument’s fake, 
that his opinion was completely wrong; that Minifters were 
wrong in arming for the purpofe of obtaining Oczakow, and 
were wrong, having fo armed, in difarming without obtaining 
it. What docs that prove with refpeA to the decifions of tliat 
Houfe? Nothing, unlefs it could be (hewn that that which 
was faid to be the defc6l in our reprefentation, was the caufe 
of thofc decifions. If it could be (hewn, for inftance, that 
the Members for the glofc boroughs had in fad occafioned thole 
decifions, contrary to the opinions of the landed and commer- 
cial intcrefls in that Houfe, the objedion, as far as refpeds 
that parricular cafe, may avail. But the reverfe was the fad. 
A much greater number of Members for counties and populous 
places voted with Adminiftrationthan voted againff them ; and 
as many Men.bers for clofe boroughs, in proportion, voted in 
the minority as in the majority of that Houfe. The objedion 
then proved nothing, form a Houfe of Commons as you 
pleafe, alFcmble the people in Salilbury Plain; you cannot 
prevent their having improper attachments and improper aver- 
fions. You cannot prevent their placing too much confidence 
in one Miniftcr, becaufe they approve of him, and too littib 
in another, becaufe they difapprove of him. The defed is 
not in the reprefentation ; it is in human nature, and our eyes 
had better be turned to an improtement of that. He then faid, 
that though public opinion he had always thought (hould have 
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H certain wei^t in the Cpnftitutidn, he fearful left our 
Gomnment ihpuld become too democratic, £very man who 
pi&ed the democratic principlea of the Conftitution too far, 
was^ in an to it. He was of the fatpe opinion 

ilSSfe who puftied the monarchical or ariftocra- 
aifi8it*principles of it beyond their proper limits. "Tt^^wSTcS- 
tainly the principle of the Britifli Conftitutionj^ that monarchy 
nriftocncyi and democracy ftiould ferve as a control on eac^ 
Other ; but jt was likewife a principle^ that on ordinary occa- 
fions thqr^ibould and muft co-operate. If the monarchy, the 
luiftocrac^," and the democracy arc too much unconne^ed, thp 
, purpofe of poi^trol piay be anfwered, but the purpofe of co- 
operation will be defeated. No one of the principles, there* 
fore, ought to be forced beyond a certain extent. If any 
perfon was to be forced to live under a limple monarchy, hp 
Would choofe a moderate monarchy. If any perfon was 
forced to live \inder a fimple ariftocracy, he would choofe a 
joaoderate ariftocracy. Jf any perfon was forced to live under a 
^mple dcnjocracy, he would, of courfe, choofe a moderate 
democracy. If then you are to live under the three united, it 
becomes, ftill more neceifary thfit each Ihould be moderate in it* 
felf; becaufe without that, co-operation, vvhich is abfolutely 
IMCeflary, copld not fubftft between them. He declared, that 
no perfon had more extenfive ideas of liberty than he had ; but 
It was not by any exclufive attachment to the democratic part 
of our Conftitution, that that love of liberty was to be mani- 
fdled ; democratic tyranny was at leaft as bad as either monar- 
Chial or ariftocratical tyranny, The liberty we had the bleflin^ 
to enjoyi did not arife from any part of the conditution, but 
from the operation of the different parts of it on each other. 
In the true fepfe of liberty, it was the end of ill Government, 
iricn fled from a date of nature to a date of fociety ; becaufc, 
la the former, the firft blclling of liberty, fecurity, could not 
be obtained. But when he talked of liberty, he meant not 
any abftraS ideas of the rights of man ; he meant pradical li- 
birty. Of this he might fay, that was the bed Government 
which had the mod of it ; or, in other words, that was the 
beftQoyernmeat where there was the greateft fecurity, and the 
le^ rdlraint. He was not fo ignorant, however, of humap 
iuilire. as to fuppofe that every country could enjo^ an e^ua| 
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(hare of it. liberty of a country mud depend di iti Go- 
vernment ; and very little experience, indeed, .would teacE Us, 
that different Countries require very different Govemmenfi ; 
that in confidering what GovemmentvTlS^ fuit a country, 
exteAt of it, the population of it, nay, tfl^SlBIliB^Tffl^Mjll 
lome degree be attended to. How, then, were we toj«id§tf 
whether the Government was well adapted to the country f— 
py the efFeds it produced. Is property fecure ? Is the admi- 
niftration of juftice correS ? Arc the laws mild ? Do the lower 
orders of the community appear contented ? Wliterever thefe 
bleflTings cxift, the Government from which they originate 
muft neceflarily be good. Let us judge, he faid, of the Bri- 
ti(h conlUtution on this principle. Is not property fecured ? 
Is not the adminiftration of juftice pure and corredl ? Have we 
not, in Ihort, arrived at a pitch of profperity unparalleled in 
either ancient or modern hiftory i What, then, muft be that 
tree which could produce fuch fruit ! But it was not bn the effefts 
of our fyftem only that it was neceflary to reft ; thofe who had 
paffed their lives in the ftudies of fpeculative retirement, and 
who had become acquainted with human nature but from books, 
have beheld with regret the capricious tyrannies of abfolute 
monarchy, the fyfteraatic oppreflion of ariftocracy, the turbu-^ 
lent, fadious, and unfettled difpodtion of democracy. They 
confidcred that a fyftem might be founded out of the three, 
where the faults of each might correft the faults of the other, 
and where the virtues of each might prove an aid to the vir- 
tues of the other. Should we, then, who enjoy fuch blcflings 
from fuch a fyftem, on the pretence of fome trifling defefts in 
the theory, be difpofed to hazard its exiftence ? Should we 
contemplate the fpots of the fun, regardlefs of its fplendor ? 
Should wc^feek glalTes to magnify' thofe fpots which, to com- 
mon eyes, arc not even vifible, and when the luftre of the 
celeftial body is fo great, that no part of nature can complain 
of a defeft of its rays ? But the fpots of the fun do in fome 
degree diminiih its fplendor. In works of art, it frequently 
happens that thofe which appear defeftive, are in faft the re^ 
verfc ; fpcculatiyc theories are generally founded on ideas of 
perfedlion which do not cxift : human inftitutions muft be 
adapted not only to the virtues, but to the weaknefs and paflions 
pf mankind.* Thus is, it frequently neceflary to follow that by 
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iodireS yfSiySf which by the ftraight road we never could hope 
to arrive at. ' That there were theoretic defers in the compev- 
iition of the Houfe of Commons, was not what he pretended 
to deny ; it was incijn^hent, however, on thofe who propofed 
.laiprjnjf^- that thofe defefts affedled the pra 6 Hcej)f the 
i^nflitution. He contended that he had piinirrl rhi iPfiwiiii^ 
that they were neccifary to the conftitmion ; and that any at- 
tempt to reform them might prove dangerous to its very ex- 
iftcncc. * ® 

Mr. POWYS could not content himfclf with giving a filent 
vote upon fo momentous an occafion— -and firft, before he pro- 
ceeded to difeufs the queftion before the Hoiife, he wi(hed to 
anfwer a charge adduced ai^ainfl: him of his having made a di- 
ftinflion between the Mc mbcis who compofed the Houfe, by 
attaching to a part the appellation of independent. By this 
epithet he cer.ainly did not mean the landed intereft alone — he 
meant perfons neither holding nor expeSing any offices. It 
was not, he faid, hisintention to go over thofe general grounds 
which had been fo often debated, and on which the opinion of 
the Houfe had been alv\ays the fame. On the prefeni day, 
Mr. Grey had come forward as the organ and delegate of a fo- 
ciety, coniiiluted for the purpofe of checking the progrefs of 
difaffe£lion and difeontent — or waiting for- the operation of the 
public mind, and of holding no communication with vifionary 
(peculators. In procefs of time, however, thefc friends of the 
people joined with the performers from anodier theatre, and 
they a£led together, at the Crown and Anchor Tavern mure 
than once. If, however, at their meetings inflammatory lan- 
guage were held — if there were any who talked of embodying 
all the proud flelh and blood of the country, he was convinced 
that fuch fpecches proceeded not from the crowds of the people, 
and was totally difowned by them. Mr. Grey had faid that the 
example ot France ought not to deter the Houfe from adopt- 
inga reform. To this argument he did not feci difpofed to 
accede, after the Iciitiments difclofed by iVT. Condorcet, which 
fentiments he begged leave to read— (They related to the for- 
mation of the Society of the Friends of the People, which 
would probably produce the fame fymptoms in England as had 
preceded the convocation of the States General of France in 
1788.) Our Conftitution, the wonder of the world, had, in 
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former ages^ been the delight and enyy of madikind, when al| 
other nations lay groaning under defpotifm, or, what was worfe^ 

• under anarchy ; and be trufled it would ever be found a happy 
exception from the confufion into whiclii^ther countries were 
hurried by their efforts to efcape from ■■■■TW Iwippy 

^rwni L'ui* Government freed us from the two extreme s^ 
When the reprefentative part of the Legiflature had an identity 
of interefl, and a conformity of fentiinents with its confti'tu- 
cTifs, it inevitably followed, that the people were well governed 
and happy. That this was the cafe at the prefent moment with 
us, appeared fo manifeft, that it would be time thrown away 
to prove it. When gentlemen talked of reftoring the people to 
equal reprefentation, he defired to know, to what criterioxi 
that equality could be referred ? He defired to hear, what that 
period was where the reprefentor and reprefented met conftitu- 
tionally, and where the flandard of conftitutional perfedion 
flood ? The Houfe of Commons was an organ, not merely 
to fpeak the public voice, or regiller the public opinions, but 
poflelling judgement to deliberate, and power to execute the 
refult of that deliberation. As fuch, it could liften to no fuch 
meafures as were now didated ; and the motion fhould there- 
fore have his dilfent. 

Mr. WINDHAM, after ftating his anxiety to deliver his 
fentiments, confelfcd that he felt infinite difficulty in conneft^ 
ing, combining, and comparing all the reafons and arguments 
offered by the honourable gentleman from whom the motion 
had proceeded. Never had there been a queftion offered to the 
Houfe fo repugnant to reafon, and fo adverfe to every principle 
of common fenfe. It was a queflion, in the difcuffioil of 
which objeftions of the moft oppofite nature arofe every mo- 
ment, and when one had been anfwcred, others immediately 
flatted up, like BayesV troops, as if nothing had happened. 
Much attention as he had paid to the fpeech of his honourable 
friend, he had not been able to difeover whether the queftion 
was a queftion of expediency or of right. Indeed Mr. Grey 
muft excufe him,, if he confidered him only as a fpeck or fpot 
(luminous perhaps) when compared with the vafl importance 
of the fubjeft. 

Pars minima eft ipfa puella fui.* 

He put him out of his conlideration; and weighed him in bis 
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fcale only as an atom. His honourable friend proceeded very 
properly on the ground Of expediency ; others on the grouOd 
erf* right. The laft were certainly the moft numerous and the 
mod powerful. All the petitions that had been prefented 
dated the right, aj/^ndecd his honourable friend could not 
correilt the conta^on. Thofe perfons who fuppor ted th6 do c* 
\trtth of right, fupported it on the fuppofed natural cquaTIt^y of 
men, and on this pofition, that the will of the majority ought , 
to be obligatory on the minority. A difeuflion of thefe twp 
principles was better adapted to a focicty of learned men than 
to a large deliberative affembly ; and he could not but lament 
that they had ever been fuppofed to attach to the buHnefs of 
common life. To apply thefe metaphyfical arguments as 
rules of condu£l would, in his own opinion, be like turning 
a mill by the power of n>ufic, or raifing a wall, like another 
Amphion, by a tunc. On each, however, of thefe principles 
of equality, and the paramount nature of the majority of 
wills, he wiflied to fay a few wwds. With regard to the 
firft, that run fo trippingly from the tongue, he fliould be glad 
to hear a definition of it ; but no — thofe who were fo fond of 
it never would vouchfafe to give one ; or, if they did, it was 
in the nature of anfu cring tdm per idem^ or igmtum per igm- 
iius. The definition he had lormed in his own mind was 
this — that as the end of all government was to produce the 
greateft polTiblc fum of all human happinefs, fo, in producing 
it. Government was ndt to look for its refidence in any parti- 
cular formed part. No ravages were to be made on the hap- 
pinefs of the greater part for the purpofe of conferring that 
happinefs on the fmaller. Whether this definition would be 
received by fuch perfons as fupported the doSrine of right, he 
could not tell. He believed, however, that it would not ; for 
from it refulted all poflible inequality, particularly with refpeft 
to property. They^fcemed to fay, that as long as perfons con- 
tinued to talk abftradedly of mankind, they muft confider them 
as equal. He came next to the fecond of thefe pernicious 
principles, viz. that in all focieties. and dates the will of the 
majority ought to govern. In oppolitxon to this he felt no dif- 
ficulty in affirming, that it. was not a general principle of go- 
vernment, nor confonant to the fpirit and the pradice of ours 
in particular, that the numerical majority fhould decide for the 
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whoje. An ingenious authdr» whom he admired more as a 
philolOgift than a politician (Mr. Horne Tooke)i had faid^ 
with fome pleafantryi Aat many of the evils of life arofe for 
want of a right underftandihg of partie!»e|. Jtift fo, he ima- 
ginMf many of the errors of thefe new 

uriginated in a mifunderftanding of particles. They 
faid, for inftance, that all government prdceeded from the peo- 
ple now if, mftead of the particle from^ they would infert the 
pafticle for^ their propofition would be not only intelligible^ 
but true ; and yet on the ftupid confounding of thefe two, not 
indeed by ftupid, but very ingenious, men, did they reft their 
wild and injurious fpeculatipns. When he denied the right of 
the majority to govern the whole, and decide in all cafes, he 
might be afleed what he would (ubftitute for it — if he would 
take the minority ? fie would not fay fo, though even that 
propofition would not be more abfurd than the other, in the 
manner they argued upon it. He would reft the decifion on 
the merits and the juftice of the point to be decided ; and as 
men would fee thofe more or lefs clearly in proportion to their 
greater or lefs degrees of information, it followed that the 
majority was not the moft likely to be in the right. If twenty 
perfons of ordinary capacity were to decide on a queftion by a 
mere majority, was it a certain rule that the majority would 
be right ? By no means. If to thefe twenty as many more 
are added, would the certainty be greater ? It would be lefs ; 
for as the number was augmented, the deficiency of delibera* 
tive judgement, the moft eftential quality, would be greater. 
If, therefore, the plan of thefe reformers, who faid that no- 
thing but a mere majority ought to govern, were to be carried, 
the nation mud be undone. Applying this argument to the 
cafe of the Revolution ; was it not notorious that the Revolu* 
tion was produced by the minority, and yet that event had re* 
ceived univerfal applaufe. Of majorities there were three 
kinds : the firft was the majority of reafon ; the feqond of 
numbers ; the third of force. A good man would make ufe 
of the firft and third ; a bad man would adopt the third alone: 
but neither the ball man nor the good would hiake ufe of the 
fecond majority. To ftrip this qfleftion-^if two men, meet.^ 
ing one man in a wood, were to contend that* they had a ri^t 
to murder .him, it did not matter whether the numbers were 
VoL. XXXV. SF 
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two millions and one million, diough it mi^t be better, for 
rite fake of argument, to take the firft mode of ftatii^ h. 
Suppofing, then, that two men were to meet one man, it would 
be of no avail for tbs one man to fay that he was not in focie* 
ty, the iRSjss^’ would immediately vote that he was. <Much 
had been faid of the theory of the Conditution — the «pre( 5 ion 
imported much : it was fomcthing that might cafily be mifta«- 
ken ; it was an Etrurian vafc, which, if fome were to think 
made for the purpofe of containing oil, and others for the 
purpofe of holding water, both might be led into a ludicrous 
miftake. Belides, this idea of reiloring the Conditution to its 
ancient theory, opened a door for the wildeft fchemes of the 
wildcd reformers. The Petitioners had demanded that the 
Houfc fhuuld reprefent the whole nation. If it were to re- 
prefent the whole nation, where was the neceflity of King and 
Lords ? and this thefc Petitioners knew, for they were excel- 
lent engineers. They knew that there was a gentle afeent 
terminated by a rock, on which was placed a fortification. 
They would not attack the heights of monarchy firft, with all 
its thunder of privileges; they W'ould make their advances re- 
gularly, and take ground on the fide of reprefentation ; when 
they had made good their (lation there, they knew that fuccefs 
muft attend their endeavours. It had been faid that the people 
had a right to demand ; that the extenfion of the duration of 
Parliament from three years to feven was an invafion of their 
rights. For his own part, he did not know whether it would 
not be an invafion of their rights to make the duration of Par- 
liaments again triennial ; for, upon this mode of reafoning, 
every thing but pure democracy was an invafion of their rights. 
Few grievances had been complained of by Mr. Grey, and 
thofc few operated againft him. In the cafe of 1784 he dif- 
fered in opinion with him. It had been a complaint againft 
all former Parliaments, that they had been too much 
to the Minifter of the day. As foon, however, as they went 
againft him, they were thrown to the people, and devoured by 
them with all the favage ferocity of hounds. At the prefent 
period, the of legitimate aflcmblies, emanating from the 
people, h^ bein fcen in France. The prefent National Con- 
vention, though the legitimate reprefentatives of the people, 
were overawed by two other bodies of men. 
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I think there be fix Richmonds in the field. They vrtm 
kept by thofe focieties in the moft ftrid fuhoiiffion. You flinU 
he King, and I will be Viceroy over you. 

Wkh refpefl to a perfe^'l coincidence in opinion with the 
people* he contended that all good proceeiV^d on a difference ia 
ppTnfon with the people, and that nothing could be fo calami* 
tous to the Houfe as to become the agents of the people* 
For his own part, he thought that a cafe of a different fort 
pught to have been made out. The probable lofs ought to 
be oppofed to the probable gain. It ought to be recolle£led 
that the motions of the heavenly bodies could be known to the 
end of centuries \ but the impulfes of the heart could not be 
known from one day to another. The grievances then oug^ 
firft to be felt before a remedy ought to be applied \ for (hould 
the people think fuch a reform as the prefent ineffedual, they 
would not flop. To give them any thing Ihort of the entire 
completion of their wifhes would be like throwing crumbs to 
hungry men, who have ftomachs for greater things. Mr. 
Grey, therefore, might open the door, but would he be able 
to (hut it ? No. — Did he not know that fome things will take 
fire as well by cold as by hot water i Did he imagine that 
throwing cold water on lime would put it out ? No. But 
even were he, for his own part, to be fure that the people 
would (lop at a particular fpot, dill he would not agree to it. 
If there was even no mifehievous confequences couched in 
the meafure, he would obje£l to it, as producing no good. 
Befides, he denied the extent of the grievance complained of : 

All; is not offence that indifcrction 

Finds, or ralhnefs deems fo.” 

But thofe offences w^ere, he faid, fo mixed and interwoven with 
perfe£lions, that the one could not be removed without de- 
ftroying the other. The Houfe could not pretend to correft 
bleinifhes in the Conftitution. It was like the ftyle of ancient 
authors, of which the critics faid, corrigit delet tarn vitia 
viHMtibm mixta. NVhat fome people called its faults could 
not^e correded without deftroying all its valuable parts. 
MauMhings, he was aware, might have efcaped him. Some 
drctumances more might tranfpir^. If a difeufiion muft take 
place on fuch fubjedls, be would advife the Houfe to drink 
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deep or tafte not# If the principles were to be examined, the 
fallacy of them would foon be dete6^ed ; and if any dared to 
inhibit, he would promife them that they would be reduced to 
the condition of being the babies of a gi 1. He difliked this 
mixture of politics^d metaphyflcs. — [A loud laugh.] — With 
much warmth the right honourable gentleman defircd thole 
who difliked his metaphyfics to anfwer them. This fpeciesof 
argument had commenced with the American war, and had 
been carried down to the prefent period. It was a contempi 
tible chegoe, which, if fuffered to penetrate the (kin, wouU 
bury itfelf in the inflammation which it had excited, and cat 
to the bone, defying the power of art to remove it, although 
in the firft inftance an old woman might pick it out with a 
needle. 

The Honourable THOMAS ERSKINE faid, that had he 
been abfent at the opening of the debate, and unacquainted 
with the motion before the Houfe, he (hould have thought, 
from the manner and argument of the honourable gentleman 
who had juft fat down, that fome propofition had been brought 
forward not only big with ruin to the interefts of this country, 
but fuch a one as had never before entered into the mind of 
any man to projefl:. At all events, he certainly never could 
have collcdlcd from the fmilc of approbation which covered 
the features of the right honourable gentleman oppofite to him 
(Mr. Pitt), that the motion which, to his perfed fatisfadion, 
was reprobated and ridiculed, was no other than the very mo- 
tion which he himfelf firft formally introduced, and made it 
the firft charaderiftic of his public life to originate and fup- 
port. He muft alfo bring it to the fame right honourable gen- 
tleman’s recolledion, that the difturbances and revolutions of 
the world, and the progrefs of principles dangerous to monar- 
chy w’hich were now fet up as reafons againft all reformation, 
were by hihnfelf made the very bafis of his own (imilar appli- 
cation to the Houfe at the clofe of the American war. At 
that time a mighty Republic had juft formed itfelf on the 
other fide of the Atlantic ; but having been forced into that 
form by the corruptions which he fought to deftroy, (a princi- 
ple equally applicable at this moment as then) that mighty re- 
volution, and the agitations which accompanied it, inftead of 
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fortning an objeftion, was made the very argument to fupport 
the neccffiiy of regenerating our own Conftitution. 

He faid he (hould not attempt to imitate the honourable gen- 
tleman who fpoke laft in the fiibtlety of logical argument, or 
in the eloquence of declamation, but rr.uft remark, that it 
would have been more worthy of his talents to. have fairly 
liated his honourable friend’s propofitions and arguments, and 
then to have refuted them, than to aflTume thofe which never 
were maintained. Did his honourable friend, for inftance, 
infift upon unlverfal reprefentation as an original and indifpen- 
fablc principle of this or any other Government ? or did the 
petition which he prefented alfcrt that principle, or pray for its 
adoption ? His honourable friend put the rights of mankind 
in general, and of the people of Etigland in particular,' upon 
truer and higher grounds : he maintained that liberty, proper- 
ty, and fecurity from all oppreifion, were the unalienable 
rights of mankind; that all government ex. i lied for their be- 
neht ; and that whatever reprefentation, general or particular, 
conduced the moft to fccure them, they had a right to infti- 
tutc for their prote£lion. But as they were not affembled to 
form a government but to fupport one already eflabliihed, he 
difclaimed all refort to theory, and maintained his propolition 
as jullihed by pra6lical neccllity. He v\ou]J, therefore, recall 
the attention cf the Houfe to the motion before it. What 
was it ? It was (imply that they lliould take into their confi- 
deration the petition which Mr. Grey prefented, and which, 
upon being read, the Kt.ufe had received ; and the fingle 
queflion was, vvhether the petition contained rmlicieiit matter, 
if taken to be true, to render it ihtir duly, cither in juiticc or 
in wife policy, to endeavour to remove what it complained of? 
He faid, if taken to be true, bccaufe as the Petitioners offered 
to verify it claufc by claufc, the Houfe could not, w ithout in- 
quiry, or rather in the teeth of their own certain knovvledge, 
vote it to be falfe. What then did the petition alfert r It 
afferted that this Houfe, which is inverted witli the mighty 
authority of the reprcfentaiives of the whole People of Great 
Britain, were chofen by a number fmaller than the fubferibers 
to fome of the petitions, which to-day had been treated with 
negle6l : it dated that this grofs inequality was rendered more 
unequal by the difproportion of the bodies who elefted : it af- 



4o 6 PAltLIAMENTART A. i79}« 

ferted that eIe£lions wens, and mufi, in fpite ot all laws, 
continue to be procured by notorious corruption \ that Peers 
of Parliament, lent up to the other Houie from their influence 
in this, fent by their mandates others to reprefent them ; and 
that finall as the ptunbers were, compared with the whole 
people who eleded the majority of the Houfe of ComflSdns^ 
they themfelves were but nominal eledors, the majority of 
thofe who fat there being ele6led by the patronage of the 
Crown and a few great men of the realm, by means of whi^b 
the people had loll all lhare in our balanced Conftitutton. 
Thofe were the fads they ftated, and the Ample queftion was, 
whether the Houfe was prepared to fay, in the face of the pub- 
lic, and to the people they reprefented, What of all this f Be 
it fo ; let thefe things continue : for that would be their Ian* 
guage if they negatived the motion. To that it had been an- 
fwered, that thofe theoretical defefts, which the language of 
difeontent had worked up into a libel upon the prefent Go- 
vernment, belonged to its original Conllitution ; that under 
it the country had improved from age to age, and arrived at its 
prefent profperity and glory. He denied it. He faid that 
there was not in pradice, which both fides had agreed to refort 
to, the fmalleil analogy between the ancient and modern Houfe 
of Commons. He faid that before the Revolution, when the 
executive power of the country was in all its ancient vigour, 
ruling by terror and the inftruments of authority, and whilft 
by the free fpirit of the Englifti people the Commons were 
only growing up in ftrength, and, by advancing upon the other 
branches of the Government, were gradually bringing the 
Conftitiition to w'hat it now was, the defedive reprefentation 
of the people was a mere defed in theory, but of fmali account 
in pradice : it was then of fuch immenle importance to the 
people to ft niggle againit the prerogative, that it was of little 
confequence who were the eledors, if the people were but 
poffeffed of an organ where their authority could be depofited 
and ad with force ; the Crown had not tlicn the means of in- 
fluence and corruption either amongft the eledors or the cled- 
cd, and particular diftrids of the nation were not then bought# 
in order to fell again at diferetion, not merely thofe who had 
been bought, but the reft of the nation, whofe interefts were 
Icft^ in the hands of the fmali number which conftituted the 
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€leAiv!e tody. Whoever looked at the English hiftoiy would 
perceive^ that in the infancy of that Houfcf and befm the 
confirmation of its high privileges, the Commons were uni« 
fbrmly tont on maintaining popular privileges, and formed m 
yfSf'and pra^ual balance againft the Crown. There was 
no danger in thofe days that the reprefentatives of the few 
would betrary the interefts of the many. The Crown and 
^tbe Commons were feparated by fear and jealoufy, and when 
the Commons got together, no matter how ele£led, thqf 
a£lcd on that principle. This was fo true, that even Charles 
and James, when the Commons were rifen, were driven to 
the garbling of corporations : but that fince the Revolution, 
knd particularly flnee the creation of the immenfe revemies 
which had grown up fincc that time, a new order of things 
had arifen, and, as all government ilood in practice and not 
in theory, the Englifh Government might be faid to be com*** 
pletely changed ; corruption had taken the place of power, 
and therefore, although a Houfe of Common, elected in 
wy way, having the people’s authority, was fufliciently con* 
Aituted to Aruggle againft power, and although the defe^ve 
Aate of the reprefentation had, in that cafe, no operation, 
yet, when influence and corruption fuperfeded authority, the 
popular branch of the Conflitution might be AriAly faic^to 
be diflblved. A fmall part of the nation was now in the ha- 
bitual courfe of either felling the interefts of the whole, or 
clfe their cicdive franchife was the abfolute property of fome 
individual, frequently the Crown, who fold it for them, and 
the perfons elected devoted themfelves implicitly to the 
Crown for the emoluments which were carved out of the 
people’s fubftance to feed them, by which that Houfe had 
become a Council of the Crown, and not an active balance 
againft its power. 

He faid thofe were no imaginations of his ; they flood not 
only upon all hiftory, but upon a modern authority which 
would be refpe£led by the Houfe, and, he knew, would be 
particularly bowed to by the honourable gentlemaui who had 
(poke laft. 

A modern author of great eloquence, faid Mr. Erikine, 
rpeaking of }hofe changes in the Englifh Government, truly 
feid^ 2 
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The virtjuc, fpirit, and eiTence of a Houfe of Comtnons 
confifts in its being the exprefs image of the feelings of the 
nation. ^It was not inflitiited to be a control upon the peo- 
ple, as of late it has been taught by a do£lrine of the mod 
pernicious tendency, but as a control for the people.” ^ 

And he therefore thus indignantly deplored its lapfe from 
that charader : 

“ The diftcmpers of monarchy were the great fubje£Is of 
apprehenfion and redrefs in the laft century; in this, the 
diftcmpers of Parliament. The power of the Crown, al- 
moft dead and rotten as prerogative, has grown up anew, 
with much more ftrength and far lefs odium, under the name 
of influence — an influence which operated without noife and 
violence ; which converted the very antagonift into the in- 
llrument of power ; which contained in itfelf a perpetual 
principle of growth and renovation ; and which the diftrefles 
and the profperity of the country equally tended to augment, 
was an admirable fubftitute for a prerogative that, being only 
the offspring of antiquated prejudices,* had moulded in its 
original ftamina irrefiftible principles of decay and diffolu- 
tion. The ignorance of the people is a bottom but for a 
temporary fyftem ; but the intereft of a£live men in the ftate 
as a foundation perpetual and infallible. 

When the Houfe of Commons was thus made to confi- 
der itfelf as the mafter of its conftituents, there wanted but 
one thing to fecure it againft all poflible future deviation to- 
wards popularity — an unlimited fund of money to be laid out 
according to the pleafure of the Court.”-— That fund they all 
knew exifted, augmenting itfelf alike by the diftrefles as by 
the profperity of the country. But it might be faid, had not 
the nation been equally profperous under this new fyftem of 
praAice ? He anfwered No. He maintained that the mighty 
agitations which now convulfed and defolated Europe, that 
the difaftroiis events of the moment which were oppofed to 
the motion before the Houfe, owed their very exiftence to 

corruptions of the Englifli Government, which they 

fought to do away. {^Herc a laugh from the other fide of 

the Houfe.] 

Mr. Erikine faid, there was nothing fo eafy as that fort of 
anfwer. It would be, however, more decent and parliamco* 
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tary to cxpofe his miftakcs by reafdnings. He fhould liftcn 
to them with candour, and follow them, if he was con^ 
vinced ; but till then he would continue to allert, that all 
the calamities which they deplored at that moment had no 
dlhtr^rigin than the corruption of the Houfe of Commons : 
Sind for the firft part of the hiftorical deduflion he had au- 
thorities, fonie of which the right honourable gentleman 
would not be difpofed to difpute. 

fiis illuftrious father (the Earl of Chatham) maintained 
that a taxation for revenue in America, the fatal caiife of the 
American quarrel and feparation, was devifed to fupply the 
fountain of corruption in that Houfe ; Sir George Savillc 
infilled upon it with indignation in his celebrated letter to 
his conftituents ; and the celebrated author whofe work he 
had already cited detailed all the melancholy hiftory in that 
too-prophciic fpeech which he delivered in the beginning of 
that war. He knew the war was for a long time popular in 
the country, bccaufc it was their war, and the people unfor- 
tunately conncdlcd that Houfe with themfelves, though 
there w^as no fubflantial conneflion. Had that Houfe been 
in theory what it was in pradlice, the Executive Govern- 
ment merely, without an imaginary connexion with the 
people, how different would have been the event — jealoufy 
would have prevented what confidence produced. It mult 
be remembered, too, that fince revenue was to be raifed, 
which cither England or America was by their authority to 
provide, they artfully created a powerful intereft in the quar- 
rel by American taxation : but, w ith all thofe .advantages, 
the people faw the approaching calamity, and petitioned to 
avert it long long before it was too late to have faved Ame- 
rica to this country. 

He faid, therefore, that if this Houfe had then in fubflance 
reprefented the people, America at that moment would ftill 
have been an affcdlionate colony, or, if emancipated by the 
natural progreflions of the world, Ihe would now be fpread- 
ing the roots of monarchy round and round the globe. 
They planted her in their better days, and gave her the 
imagb of their own conftitution. Her governors were 
Kings, her councils the Ariflocracy, and her alTemblies the 
.Conamons ; and fhe felt both pride and profperity in tbf re^ 
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fledled grtatnefs of this country. But all that mighty fabric 
their corruptions undermined and deftroyed, and the reign of 
republicanifin began from the abufe of monarchical eftablifli* 
ment. This was the firft ftage of the proof, and the reft^ 
too palpably followed it. 

The effedls of fo diftant a revolution, brought on by the 
corruption of our European Government, could not have 
communicated itfelf fo fuddenly to Europe, if other govern- 
ments had not been equally corrupt. It certainly was not 
afie£lion for freedom, but to diilrefs England, that embarked 
France in the American caufc ; but as that deieftablc princi- 
ple could not be openly avowed, her prefs became free in ar- 
guing the juftice of the quarrel, and flie fent the prime of 
her army to fupport it in the field. The confequences every 
body had feen. Her armies, after fliedding their blood in 
the refiftance of monarchical defpotifm and corruption, and 
enjoying the triumph of republican refiftance, returned home 
to France to fee monarchy in a IHII more odious and dif- 
gracefiil form : they foon applied the principles their Go- 
vernment had taught tlicm to the Government itfelf, and 
monarchy in France pafled away like an enchantment. 
Such was the power of opinion. He maintained, therefore, 
that no facl in hiftory or politics from the beginning of the 
world w^as more firmly fupported ; that the propolition 
which foinc had affected to laugh at) was ftriclly true ; 
and that the corruptions of the EngUfh Houfc of Commons, 
by rcforling to taxation in America for the means of cor- 
ruption, and carrying on the war to the final reparation, 
had wholly and certainly produced all the changes which 
agitated the world at that moment. 

Mr. Erfkine faid, if the reparation of America, and the 
confequent revolutions of Europe, might thus be traced to 
thecaufes he had afiigned, and that they arofe from^no other, 
every man’s confcicncc told him to be true, how could it 
poflibly be denied that the prefent fyflem of Englifh Go- 
vernment had been praftically mifehievous, when but for 
thofe bitter fruits of tlioir corruption they would have been 
free at this moment from a debt of one hundred and twenty 
lUiUions, which crippled all their exertions, and have feen 
the nations around tiietn, as well as the inhabitants of Eng- 
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land, bowing to their Conftitulion as the great type and exam- 
ple of happinefs, inftead of feeing (he was now fpeaking their 
own language) the firft principles of Government broken up, 
and the country involved in a war to prevent even the internal 
ibll^tion of her own Conftitution. 

There were fome, he faid, who, forced by their former 
opinions and praftice to admit the txiftence of thofe evils and 
the advantage of fome reformawion, yet objefted to the gene- 
r!iltty of the motion and the want of a fpccific objeft. He, 
on the contrary, thought that the generality of t^ application 
conflituted at once its pradlicability and its fafety. The Peti- 
tioners recollcfled, as they ought to do, that they were not 
without a Government w hich, w ith all its defects, was ftill 
worthy of their confidence and affection : they did not, there- 
fore, ftep into their place to legiflate for themfelves, but look- 
ed up to their wifdom and authority to provide, as in other 
cafes, for the common good. And it was truly faid by an ho- 
nourable gentleman whofe works he had already cited, that 
nothing would be more dangerous than for Parliament to take 
advantage of the inartificial mode in which the people exprefs 
their w'ilhes, or to take poll upon their filence. — If we 
Ihould be able, by dexterity, powder, or intrigue, to difappoint 
the ex perflations of our conltituents, what wdll it avail us ? 
Wc fhall never be llrong or artful enough to parry or to put 
by the irreliltible demands of our lituation, which calls upon us 
with a voice which will be heard. If all the nation arc not 
equally forward to prefs this duty upon us, yet be afl'ured that 
they all equally expccl w^e ihould perform it. The refpedtful 
filence of iliofe who wait upon your pleafure ought to be as 
powerful w ith you as the call of thofe who require your fervicc 
as their right. It is not wdfe to force the people to fpeak out 
more plainly what they plainly mean.** 

But though no fpccific remedy was called for, the general 
nature of it was obvious. It obtruded itfelf upon the view 
from the bare confideration of the complaint. The complaint 
w^as, that the people had no control in the choice of their re- 
prefentatives \ that they were either chofen amidtt riot and 
confulion, and amidft bribery and Corrupiion in the larger dii- 
trifts, or by the abfolute authority of a few inilividuals in the 
fmaller \ thgt no private fortune, even if eledion were free, 
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could bring up the cleftors to the poll at a county conteft, of 
the abfent freemen in thofe numerous cities where the eledion 
is in the corporation, or {land the expence of the final iifue in 
that Houfe. 

The principle of the remedy, therefore, muft prefenuibfe^f 
to every mind alike, though different perfons might differ in 
the details. It could be no other than to fimplify and equalife 
the franchife of ele£lion, to make each body of ele£lors too 
large for individual corruption, and the period of choice too 
fliort for temptation, and, by the fubdivifion of the places of 
eleflion, to bring the elcSors together without confufion and 
within every man’s reach. Surely this was prafticablc. 

With regard to the time, againft which fo much had been 
objedled, it appeared to him, that if ever there was one feafon 
more critically favourable than another-for the objeft, it was at 
that very moment. When, indeed, the arbitrary monarchy of 
France was battering down by the exertions of a great people, 
and nothing was feen but virtuous exertion and exultation, it 
might be admitted that in fuch a conjunfture men might run 
before the mark, and confound principles together which had 
no connexion. Such was the alledged, but not the proved, 
(late of England when his honourable friend gave notice laft 
year of his motion. The objection then had, therefore, at 
Icaft, a plaujiblej though not a juft, foundutiun. But, good 
God! faid Mr. Erfkine, how different, on the admifiion of the 
objeflors to the times, was the ftate of the country at the pre- 
fent moment — ilarting back with horror at the crimes and ca- 
lamities of France, and fcemingly forgetting all diftrclfes in an 
enthufiafm for their own Government ! Surely common fenfe 
proclaimed that to be the hour of reformation, more efpecially 
when it was left to themfclves to originate and to fafhion it. 
So far from being urged on by the people to go too far, they 
trod like men who feared that the ground would break under 
them, and could hardly be brought up to the point which their 
underftandings dictated. Let them feize, therefore, that happy 
and providential crifis to do, with popularity and fafety, what 
to fave their country muft be done at laft ; let them exhibit to 
the world the veffel of the Englifh State riding amidft the 
ftorms of the world, held by her three equal anchors, which 
keep her inotionlefs and in fafety by drawing her equally in 
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their diiFercjit direftions. This was the way to perpetuate the 
love of monarchy. If they really thought that a fpirit of dif- 
content walked abroad, and menaced the fafety of Govern- 
ment, let them make hade to lay it, by rendering Government 
aial^'lable. If they wiOied to expofe and to difcountenance 
the vifions and theories of the day, and to prevent their prac- 
tical efFeds, let them exhibit to the People of England, in 
pra6lice, the real genuine Conflitution of their fathers, and 
*gtve them the happinefs which flows from its adminiftration. 
This was the cure for fedition, and the road to content. He 
Ihould not farther detain the Houfe at that late hour. 

Several gentlemen rofe to fpeak, and feveral called out ad* 
journ. 

Mr. STANLEY moved to adjourn the debate. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid he wiflied the queftion to be as 
fpeedily decided as poflible ; but as from unavoidable circum- 
llances the debate had begun at a very late hour, and many 
gentlemen were defirous of delivering their fentiments upon it, 
he (hoiild have no objeSion to adjourn the debate. 

The queftion of adjournment was put, and the Houfe di- 
vided, Ayes, 181 ; Noes, 109. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Tuejdayf *jfh May. 

Mr. STANLEY, who moved yefterday for the adjourn- 
ment, rofe to ftate, that he conceived the fubjeft to be of the 
greateft confcqucnce, and made his motion in order to afford 
an opportunity to all the honourable Members to deliver their 
fentiments, for the mutual improvement of all. The Confti- 
tution, confifting of three branches, was admirably adapted to 
promote the liberty and happinefs of the nation, but they had 
their diftinft provinces. The Chief Magiftrate would natu-^ 
rally guard his own prerogatives ; the Peers would watch over 
their privileges, and it was to be hoped that the Houfe of 
Commons would devote itfelf in an efpecial manner, to fecure 
the well-being of the people. The Commons fhould not wait 
to be inftrufted and excited by their conftitiicnts to promote 
their intcretts, but they fhould fore- run them in every thing. 
If there was danger, it ought to be difeovered, and guarded 
againft, in* the firft inilance, by the reprefentative body. If 
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diforders prevailed in the ConAitution, it belonged to them to 
apply the remedy ; or if palliatives were ncccflary, they were 
the moft proper to apply them. The reform of Parliament 
fliould procted from the Parliament itfelf, if a reform was ne- 
ceiTary. He declined entering into the queAion whether 
Houfe required any amendment in the ftate of its reprefenta- 
tion; if he were called iipontofpeak his fentiments, he ihould 
not hcfitate to fay that it did require it, but it was of the iit- 
mofl moment to confider whether this was the fit time for iv. 
Many things might be proper under particular circumftanccs 
w'hich would be highly improper in a different fituation.— 
This w^as a fcafon of war, alarm and internal difquietude, 
men’s paflions were inflamed, and the beft difpofed were not 
in a temper to agitate great changes. He did not allude to the 
affairs of France; whatever their principles were, he knew 
that Englifhmen loved their liberty, and adored the Conflitu- 
tion. But heats and animofities had lately unfortunately pre* 
vailed in this country to fuch a degree, that he feared this was 
not the time to agitate the queftion before the Houfe. He ad- 
mitted that the Executive power mull have a control fomc- 
wherc, and that Houfe was certainly the place for it. But 
foonqr than rilk the dangers of innovations at improper feafons, 
he would confent for a time, efpecially under a mild Govern- 
ment, to have his liberties fufpended. Under an Aurelius, or 
Henry IV. he would prefer the abridgement of his freedom to 
thofe violences that are ever attendant upon revolutions.— 
Although he was a Aeady friend to the Reform of Parliament, 
he defired it to be underflood that he was fo under fome modi- 
fications. He entirely differed from thofe gentlemen who 
wifhed to extend the eledlive franchife to all. Amendments 
were neccifary, and when the time fhould come bell adapted 
for the purpofe, he would heartily concur with the Friends of 
Liberty in promoting them. 

Mr. BUXTON thought it his duty, upon the prefent fub- 
jcdl, to exprefs his fentiments, and not to confine himfelf to 
a filent vote upon the occafion. He profeffed himfelf to have 
ever been the friend of reform, and fhould certainly, if the cir- 
cumflances of the time were in his mind fuch as were compa- 
tible therewith, give it his fupport. But he thought the pre- 
^nt period, when we were involved in war, an uiniit period 
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for entering into any difcuflion whatever upon the fubjeft. 
He thought it a point of too great nicety to be tampered with 
in the moment of uncertainty ; it fliould be only entered upon 
when the principles of the people were more fixed and fettled 
th^y are at prefent. With regard to the Ruffian arma- 
ment, which had been at various times alluded to, he was de- 
cidedly of opinion, both then and now, that it was a proper 
and politic meafure, though the people exclaimed againft it ; 
aftd if the Minifter had not been prevented from the profecu • 
tion of his plani we (hould not now have feen what every fin- 
cere lover of liberty muft deplore, the downfall of the liberties 
of Poland, and the partition of her territory between ambitious 
powers. At prefent the people at large were, he thought, con- 
tent with their fituation : they have been alarmed by the im- 
portation of French principles, which tend to confufion, 
anarchy, and rebellion, and they would rather fubmit to fome 
inconveniences than prefs the propofed reform at the rifle of di- 
fturbing the internal tranquillity of the country ; were it not 
fo, there can be no doubt but that your table would have been 
covered by petitions from every county in the kingdom; and 
when that fliould take place, he would cheerfully concur with 
their wiflies. He concluded by declaring his opinion, that 
the prefent was an unfit time for inquiry, and upon that ground 
fliould oppofe going into the Committee. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE faid, that, upon the prefent occafion, 
he could not be filent ; that he ever had been, and ever (hould 
remain, the firm friend and fupportcr of a rational Reform in 
Parliament ; he had twice had the honour of feconding motions 
made by his right honourable friend (Mr. Pitt) upon that fub^ 
jeft, though he much feared at the prefent time he (hould dif- 
fent from the opinion he held ; he was forry to differ from him, 
becaufc there was no perfon of whom he entertained a higher 
opinion, or for whom he had a more finccrc regard, and, in 
his opinion, he had merited, for his fupport of a Parliamentary 
Reform, the higheft praife — greater praife, in that refpeil, than 
the right honourable gentleman oppofite him (Mr. Fox) who 
had ever profeffed himfelf the friend of reform, but had never 
brought forward any fpccific motion for that purpofc. With 
regard to the objedtions which had been ftated againft reform, 
be feemed to differ widely from the gentlemen who ftated them ; 
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he did not fee the prefent period in that alarming point of 
view in which it had appeared to other gentlemen — there was 
nothing which he could fee in the prefent time that rendered 
it unfit for the difcuflion of any fubjeft whatever. The other 
objection which had been urged, feemed to him equally fi+ros-’ 
lous, the difiurbances in France, which had arifen from the 
innovations made in the form of their Government : dreadful 
indeed would thofe calamities be to this country, if they ihould 
prevent us from protefting and fupporting our liberties, or 
from entering into any difcuflion upon the reform of fuch 
abufes as may have infinuated themfelves into our Conflitution. 
It had been prediScd by an eminent ftatefman and politician, 
the late Earl of Chatham, that the abufes of Parliament muft 
be reformed before the end of the prefent century ; he was 
much inclined to believe the prediction ; for when the people 
raifed their voice, they muft be heard ; he was well affured, 
that it was now the opinion of the majority of the people, that 
a reform in the ftate of the reprefentation was become nccef- 
fary ; he wilhed Parliament therefore, to make a merit of 
granting what would otherwife be forced from them. He 
urged the great benefits arifing from well-timed conceflions, 
and the evils that might thereby be avoided : by a well-timed 
conceffion we might have faved America ; for if in the firft 
commencement of our difputes with that country, we had con- 
fented to have given up one half of w’hat we were afterwards 
compelled to — we might have faved ourfelves the lofs of the 
colonies, and the difgrace of fubmiffion. Another inftance of 
the benefits that might arife from well-timed conceffion, and 
the dangers attending the withholding what is proper and ne- 
ceflary, he adduced from the difputes between the unfortunate 
Charles and his Parliament ; he contended, that if Charles had 
made a merit of granting at firft what he was compelled at laft 
to fiirrender, he would have preferved his Crown, and avoided 
the difmal cataftrophe which followed. If he were allowed to 
give an impartial opinion on the plan propofed by the honour- 
able mover of the prefent queftion, he appeared to him to lean 
rather too much to the principle of popular reprefentation^ 
which he difapproved of ; at leaft he had gone fo far as to fay, 
that he did not entirely difapprove of the plan of reform laid 
down by the Duke of Richmond ; though he was'^an admirer 
2 
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of rational reform, he courd nof aflent to a meafiire of this 
kind* An honourable Member, (the late Henry Flood) had 
.fome years ago introduced a plan of reform, which, in moft 
relpefls, met his approbation ; it was very different from the 
plan. He fhould, however, then vote with the ho- 
^lourable gentleman, (Mr. Grey) who, he conceived, was not 
treated with fufficient liberality by fome gentlemen. Mr. 
Duncombe alluded to the aflertion of Mr. Jenkinfon on the 
ftrmer day, relative to rotten boroughs, and faid, that honour- 
able gentleman fpoke as if Parliament ought not to be the re- 
prefentatives of the people. The aifociations of laft winter, 
while they were fo llrenuoufly fupporting the Conftitution, 
acknowledged the exiftence of abufes, and he conceived the 
prefent as fit a time for their corredion as any other. 

Sir WILLIAM YOUNG felicitated himfelf upon the ad- 
vantage which he then pofieircd by addrelfing himfelf to thofe 
who had been eleded to that Houfc by perfons of the deferip- 
tion that he hoped w'ouldever enjoy the right of fending Mem- 
bers to Parliament. If the prefent meafure Ihould be adopted, 
he had little hopes of a patient hearing by a Houfe that flumld 
be elected by thofe who feemed to be peculiarly favoured by the 
petition that gave rife to this debate. He had uniformly main- 
tained one opinion fince he began his political career, viz. 
that the country had too much df a commercial turn, and that 
its commerce would foon become more than a match to its 
virtues. He rejeded the cautious manner in which the bufi- 
nefs was treated yefterday, and he meant to fpeak out plainly 
and fully. The petitioners propofed a meafure that evidently 
tended to throw weight into a fcalc that preponderated too 
much already. Were it not for burgage tenure boroughs, and 
others that were bought — [Hear! Hear!] Sir William i*e- 
minded the Houfe that he had declared he intended to fpeak 
out, and therefore he would repeat, that boroughs bought and 
controled by men of property formed the only balance to the 
commercial influence, which was incrcafing by too rapid 
ftrides, and which ought to be checked. , The Conftitution of 
tlie Houfe of Commons, as at prefent formed, was abfolutely 
ncceflary to the fupport of the Conftitution of the kingdom: 
alter the former, and the latter muft perilh. He denied that 
true reprefertfation was founded either upon property or num- 
VoL. XXXV. 3 H 
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bers abftradedly confideredT A delegatiop of Members to 
that Houfe ought ever to be of gentlemen anfwering the de* 
feription of thofe whom he then addreiTed, perfons having one 
common intereft with thofe who fent them there. Sir Williatru 
Temple, in his account of the Conftitution of the 
Provinces, dates, that there is more property in Amderdami 
and more numbers in the Province of Holland, than all the 
others united, and yet no obje£lions have ever been urged 
againd the reprefentation of the whole ; he was therefore bf 
opinion, that the petitions were ill founded, and that no alte* 
ration ought ever to take place. 

Sir WILLIAM MILNER began with declaring, that he 
was not now influenced by any apprehenfion of danger; though, 
the didance of three months back, he would have urged the 
fuppofed danger againd any propofition for reform : he had 
been then, indeed, a good deal alarmed, and, as he now be- 
lieved, unneceflarily. He faid he had been a friend to reform 
formerly, when that caufe had been taken up by the county of 
York ; and he would be glad, either now, or at any future 
time, to join again in that caufe, if taken up by that county, 
and by the honourable Member for the county, Mr. Dun- 
combe. He fpoke in drong terms of the refpeftability of the 
petitioners, and of the Society of the Friends of the People ; 
but faid he could not give his vote at this time in favour of the 
motion. He could not do fo for this reafon, that he conceived 
the majority of the voice of the people to be decidedly againd 
it ; and the honourable gentleman (Mr. Grey) had himfclf 
dated, that laws mud, to bind all, be confeiiied to by all. 
He did not believe that any of the petitions on the table fpoke 
the fenfe of the people ; he was fatlsfied that any idea of reform 
was, at the prefent moment, againd the fenfe of the people ; 
and, for that reafon, he mud vo;e againd the motion. 

Mr. FRANCIS faid, Mr. Speaker, I cannot but congratu- 
late the friends of Parliamentary Reform, and the country in 
general, on the aufpicious opening of this debate. The three 
gentlemen, who have fpoken fird this day, Members of Parli- 
ament as refpedlable in point of character and (ituationas any 
who fit here, and totally dnconnedled with any of the parties, 
by whom the prefent motion is fupported, have declared them- 
fdv.e8 drongly, though generally, friends tp thomeafure. I 
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receive the declarations they hate fo honourably madci as a 
pledge of their principles, and an omen of fuccefs. The two 
firft of thefe gentlemen have doubts about the time. They 
think we ought to wait fora more favourable opportunity^ 
Vhgn,thcy (hall be ready to concur with us. Undoubtedly it 
Ifs iortljfm to judge, at what period they will aft. I wilh them 
only to recolleft that, when this meafure was introduced lall 
year we were at peace with all the world, and the country was 
alioived to be in flourifliing circumftances. The quedion, put 
to us then, was, why are you not fatisfied with the advantages 
you enjoy ? Why Ihould you wilh to change or improve, 
when all is well, and when apparently the people are content* 
ed ? That argument will not do now ; but the enemies of re- 
form have another in rcadinefs to ferve their p^tefent turn.— 
They have clothes for all feafons. Since laft year, the date of 
the kingdom is completely reverfed. We are involved in a fo- 
reign war, and this war is attended already wilh uncommon 
domeftic calamities. Is this a time to think of changes in the 
Confiitution ? for fo they are pleafed to call every meafure, that 
propofes to correft abufes, by reverting to principles. Is this 
a time to dijiurb or agitate the minds of the people^ or to weaken 
the hands of Government? Thefe grofs contradiftions ought to 
defeat one another. It is not fair to fiifTer fuch hodile and in- 
confidcnt arguments to aft in concert, as they do, againd one 
and the fame meafure. With refpeft to times and feafons, I 
(hall only fay that, to minds, unwilling to do right, ^11 times 
are equally inconvenient and improper. To him, who dif- 
likes the voyage, all the winds of Heaven are equally unpro- 
pitious. He looks for nothing but pretences to avoid it. — 
The honourable and worthy reprefen tative of Yorklhire*, 
has declared himfelf frankly, and without qualification 
or referve. He fays he is a friend to a Reform of Par- 
liament now' and at all times, becaufe it is now as neceflary 
and as fafe as it can be at any other period. But, if the war be 
an immediate objeftion to the attempt, he truiis that objeftion 
will not lad long, that it will not be permitted to fubfid any 
longer to the ruin of the country. He conliders the war, as 1 
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do, as in itfelf a mifchief enormous. But, when the authors of 
it, not contented with the calamities infeparablc from war, 
make it a pretence for obje£^ing to the only meafure that can 
rcftore and preferve the Conftitution, the only one that can prc- 
Ycnt fuch ruinous wars in future, then indeed it is time^ojrjjfJ 
move this pernicious obftacle out of our way, and put an end to 
this treacherous objedion. The honourable Baronet, who 
fpoke laft, alfiircs us that our ideas of corroding abufes are vi- 
fionary and impradicable ; that they are inconfident with /hat 
corrupted ftate of manners and morals, which riches and lux- 
ury have introduced into the nation, that the country is too 
great a merchant to be honeft, that we arc too commercial for 
our virtues, and this he fays in the Houfc of Commons of 
Great Britain, in the prefence of the reprefentatives of the firll 
commercial nation in the world ; and this he fays, while his 
own perfonal independence ftands on the pofleflion of a fortune 
derived from the very fources of induftry and commerce. [Here 
Mr. Francis was called to order by Sir fyUliam Toung,^ I do 
afllire the honourable Baronet, I had -no thoughts of giving him 
offence. I lhall therefore content myfelf with obferving gene- 
rally, what I am convinced is true, that commerce in itfelf, 
and conduded on its true principles, as it has been in this 
country, excepting always one fpurious and diflionourable 
branch of it, ha§ no tendency to corrupt or degrade the cha- 
rader of the people who arc engaged in it ; but that, on the 
contrary, by making them apply their faculties to adlive occu- 
pations, it keeps them out of vice, and that in proportion as 
commerce expands her operations, their real tendency is to 
enlarge, to enlighten, and to improve the mind. But, if the 
fad were otherwife, wdiat conclufion would he draw from it ? 
Would he have us abandon the refourccs of our trade ? Would 
he rifk the lofs or diminution of thofe revenues, which alone 
can fupport the prefent war, in order to mend cur morals? 
It may poflibly be true, as he fays, that wc are too commer- 
cial for our virtues; but I am afraid that our prefent fituation 
calls for every contribution, with which commerce can fupply 
us, and that neither the virtues nor the refources of the landed 
interell will be fufficient^to enable us to encounter the ex- 
pences, the debts, and the diftreffes, which the prefent perni- 
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cioi^s war is likely to bring along with it. But thefe incidental 
reflections have carried me too far from the queflion before us. 
It is time I (hould return to the purpofe, for which 1 rofe. ‘ 

Sir, I voted againfl the adjournment laft night, for other 
ryfons. but principally becaufe I was defirous of adverting to 
fome paiTages in a very ingenious fpeech made by a t ight ho- 
nourable friend of mine*, while they were frcfli in my 
memory. However, as this is a continued debate, I be- 
lieve I (hall be ftriClly in order, in referring to what he 
faid, as far as my . memory will ferve me. I know myfclf 
and him too well, to think of entering into a competition of 
any kind with my right honourable friend. Between him and 
me, a hoftile conteft, I am furc, can never happen. My in- 
tention is, not to provoke an unfriendly difference, but to fo- 
licit an amicable difcuflion, fuch as thofe with which he has 
often favoured me, on other fubjefts, and in happier times. 
If I fliould appear to queftion his judgement, to combat his 
opinions, or, in this fingle inftance, and on this occafion only, 
to undervalue his eloquence, no man, I truft, will fufpeft me 
of the folly of pretending to an equality with him. The rank 
and qualifications of men (hould be mcafured by their preten- 
fions. To imagination or eloquence, I have none. But I 
will not defeend fo low as to profefs that I have no judgement, 
no judicial faculty whatever to examine or pronounce upon 
the genius and eloquence of others. It would be a poor affeda- 
tion to ftultify myfelf for the fake of a comparifon in favour of 
any man. 

I cannot follow my right honourable friend in the endlefs ex- 
curfions of his rapid imagination. Sometimes he foars fo high 
into the regions of the air, that it would require the eye and 
the wing of an eagle to purfue him. Then down he drops, 
with equal rapidity, from Heaven to earth, to the depths of the 
fea, and to the waters under the earth. I cannot fly, nor 
fwim, nor dive as he does. But if, for a moment, he will con- 
defeend to reftrain the prxternatural aClivity of his mind, or 
referve it for occafions, in which fancy ought properly to pre- 
dominate over reafon, — if he will defeend from thefe altitudes, 
and meet us on plain level ground, for thepurpofe of difculTing 
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a plain temftrial queftion, not of ab(ira6l fpeculation^ not of 
theories untried, but of pradioal prudence ; then, Sir, he 
fliall find me as ready to be guided by his wifdom, as ever il 
have been to liilen to his eloquence. On this fubjedl, of all 
others, he is moll flridly bound by his duties to fatisfy 
iinderftair^iing. On the prefent occafion, in my judgement, he 
has not filled up the dimenfions of his mind. He has been elo- 
quent and brilliant ; but as to the purpofe, and buflnefs, and 
duty of the debate, he has totally failed. On this head, 1 have 
many complaints to make of him ; but he may be fure that I 
ihall never appeal againll him to any man but himfelf. In the 
firft place, then, I accufe my right honourable friend, in his 
own Court, of bad tafte in the compofition of fome of his late 
fpeeches, particularly the lail. Let the occaiion, the fubjed, 
the argument, be what it may, he has but one way of treating 
it. War and peace, the repair of a turnpike, the better 
government of nations, the diredion of a canal, and the fccu- 
rity of the conftitution, are all alike in his contemplation. The 
French revolution is an anfwcr to every thing ; the French re- 
volution is his evcrlalling theme, the univerfal remedy, the 
grand fpccific, the never- failing panacea, the perpetual burden 
of his fong ; and with this he treats us from day to day ; a cold, 
flat, infipid halli of the fame di(h, perpetually ferved up to us 
in different (hapes, till at iall, with all his cookery, the talle 
revolts, the palate fickens at it. Has he no choice of topics j 
Has he loll the fertility of his mind ? Arc the fourccs of his 
imagination dried up or cxhaulled r Has he no way of oppofing 
a reform of corruptions and abufes in our own fyilem, but by 
telling us inceffantly whai mifehiefs have been done by mad- 
men in another country, adling in circumftances totally dif- 
ferently from ours ! Has he no other way to convince and fo- 
tisfy fober Englifhmcn, debating on a great and ferious inte- 
reft of their own, but by warning them agairift the folly and 
wickednefs of the French ! Let me intreat my right honourable 
friend, if his wit and wifdom be fairly worn out in the fervice, 
to confole us at lead with a little variety. I know he is a privi- 
leged perfon. I know with w^bat favour he is heard at prefent. 
Yet, after all, it is not generous in him to perfecute, as he 
does, fo patient an audience. But thefe are trifles. I have a 
heavier charge againll my right honourable friei^d, of^ which he 
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himfelf (hall be the judge ; for the confidence I repofe in hit 
honour and in his virtue is unbounded. I accufe him of fup-> 
preffion of evidence in the very ftatement of his own favourite 
argument, of palpable partiality and injufiice to us, to the 
JTaench, and to himfelf. The eminence of his mind ought to 
give him a commanding view of every part of every fubjeft, to 
which he applies it. If the French revolution be his theme, I 
expeft it from his perfonal honour, I demand it from his juf- 
tfce, that he will bring the whole of the queftion impartially 
before us. I cannot fuffer him to confine the comprehenfive 
powers of his fuperiorunderftanding to narrow imperfeft views 
of fo great a fubje£t of meditation and inftrudlion. I deny 
that there is any fair, any rational conclufion to be drawm from 
the circumflances of the French revolution to the fituation of 
this country. The people of England neither want the warn- 
ing nor the leflTon. But let him ftate it fo, if he plcafes. Give 
us the example, but give it to us entire. Is it fair, is it ho- 
ned, is it truly indrudlive, to infidupon the mifehiefs, which 
the French revolution has produced, and to keep out of our 
fight the original enormous mifehief, which produced the re- 
volution ? What ufe, what benefit, what leUbn, am I to de- 
rive from a bare knowledge of the effedl, if the caufe of that 
cffcdl be carefully concealed from me r Let him bring the cafe 
completely before us, and then I lliall leave him at liberty to 
load whatever part of it he may think the mod odious in the 
indance, or mod dangerous in the example. He cannot. paint 
to me the horrible crimes and calamities with which the French 
revolution has been attended, without carrying back my mind 
to the foiircc and origin of thofe evils — to that infernal defpot- 
ifm, under w^hofe rod a mild and generous people have been 
perverted into a nation of favages. Such was the fchool, the 
mader, and the education. What fcholars did he expert from 
it ? If he dates the premifes fairly, and argues regularly from 
them, I care not to what length he carries the dedu£Hon ; his 
conclufion mud be mine. The fruit has been bitter indeed, 
and bladed be the tree that produced it ! Thcfe are the grand 
comprehenfive leflins, which I e.^peded from the genius and 
wifdom of my right honourable friend. In me, it is no flat- 
tery, no compliment to acknowledge the intelleflual fiiperio- 
rity of his rftind. He knows how little I value thefe advantages 
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in themfelves. The abilities of eminent men are their wea^ 
pons, not their merits : let us fee what u(c they make of them. 
How has it happened, how was it poflible, that of all the im- 
portant reflexions, fuggefted by the events which have hap- 
pened in France, the only one really applicable-to the inftryc-^ 
tion of thofe whom it concerns in this country, fliould have 
efcaped him ! I mean to (late it in the form of a fuppofition 
only, and leave the inference to be drawn and applied by every 
man to his own life. * 

We have feen the confequence in France of driving a fub- 
miflive people to the violent application of extreme remedies to 
extreme diforders. Let me afk my right honourable friend, 
or any man, who knows what the internal ftate of France was 
fora few years before the late convulfions, whether if, at any 
earlier pe ji d, fuppofc f . exa pie at the acceflion of Louis 
the Sixteenth, there had been wifdom and virtue enough in the 
conftituted powers and orders of the kingdom, in the Minifters 
of the executive power, in the nobility, in the clergy, in the 
Parliaments, to have granted fome reafonable, though mode- 
rate relief to the people, to have correXed fome of the moft 
intolerable abufes in the Government, to have furrendered 
fome part of their owm invidious, oppreifive, and very often 
ufelefs privileges with a good grace — whether, in that cafe, he 
does not think it.probable that the ruin, which their obflinate 
adherence to the eftablilhed fyflem has brought on themfelves, 
and on their country, w'ould have been prevented ? For myfelf 
1 can affirm, that it is not poflible for the human mind to feel, 
on fuch a fubjeX, a conviXion more decided and complete 
than I do, that, if the prudent conceflions I allude to, had been 
'made in time, the monarchy of France at this hour would have 
flood untouched, and that the hierarchy, the nobility, and the 
law, inftead of being cruflicd and demoliflied as they have been, 
would have remained in their places unmoved, with no mate- 
rial diminution either of profit or fplendor, and certainly with 
greater fecurity than ever. They yielded at laft, but at laft it 
was too late. Upon «j, I hope, the example of their conduX 
and its confequences will not be thrown away. 

I have impeached the taftc and juftice of my right honour- 
able friend. But I hat e another appeal to make to his per- 
fonal fpirit, which I know to be as high as belongs to any mao. 

Z 
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J^ct me intreat him to confidcr, whether it be^ condflent with 
his chara(5ler9 to exhibit fo niuch courage, where there is fo 
little provocation or occafion for it. On the crimes committed 
• in France it is an eafy matter to enlarge : but to what purpofe ? 
JWho is there in this Houfe to be convinced or converted on 
thfltfbbjeft? He may flourifli his fword in perfeft fafety on 
\his ground, as all men may do, who have nobody to contend 
with. Certainly he will meet with no oppofition, but on the 
contrary, the mod hearty concurrence in me and every perfon 
with whom I have the honour of afting in this place. With 
all his imagination I defy him to conceive, with all liis elo- 
quence I defy him to exprefs, a deeper fenfation of difguft and 
deteftation, than all of us have felt at the abominable fcencs 
which have lately been exhibited at Paris. 

My right honourable frlenJ muft now permit me to lay an- 
other inftance of injufticc to his charge — extraordinary indeed 
in its nature, though not very important in its cfFe<£t ; and this 
(hall be the laft. The Houfe have heard him, with every 
pleafure that belongs to aftonifhmcnt, while he ranged over 
the whole circuit of human fcience, and glided through every 
region of the moral as well as the intellc*6lual world; through 
ethics, mechanics, pneumatics, hydraulics, geography, ma- 
thematics, a Ironomy, and logic ; through all the pdlitq arts, 
of fwimming, Hying, burning, Ikaiting, diving; the learning 
of his library, and the meditations of his clofet. On one fub- 
jeft alone he has fludioully maintained a mod delicate referve. 
Thc unfortunate motion on your table, as far as I am able to 
recolleft, has never been bled with a Angle moment of his at- 
tention. On the aftual fubjeft of the debate, you may find 
him every where but at home. One would have thought, Sir, 
that the power of invention could have added nothing to th« 
curiofity of this proceeding. Other men, perhaps, with in- 
dudry and refolution, might have dated the premifes, and ap- 
plied them to the quedion as accurately as he has done. But 
it was referved for the genius of my honourable friend to dif- 
cover a connexion between thofe premifes, and the conclufion 
hehasd rawn from them. After giving the Houfe a fpecimen 
of his (kill in every department of abftraft fcience, of the depth 
of his theories and the extent of his fpeculations, without be- 
ftowing afingldglanceon the Ample quedion, whether we (hall 
Vo^. XXXV. ^ I 



or (hall not appoint a Cotnmittee to confider the petition^ my 
honourable friend turns (hort upon us, and fays, look you, gentle^ 
Pten, I am a plain praiiical man. I take things as they are* 
My opinions arc founded on experience. It is you^ phihfophers, , 
you theorijls, you metaphjciansy vJ o have done all the mf chief, 
and would do vmch morCy if you were not count erased by Jipiplel 
Jolid, experimental unclerjlandinp, fuch as mine ! I believe# 
Sir, I may venture to fay, that a more noble inftance, than 
this, of bold and vigorous incongruity, a more intrepid difpa-- 
rai£y as I think the Spaniards call it, is not tube found in md- 
dern or ancient eloquence. 

In the courfe of this debate fome remarks have been made 
on the petition on your table, and fome invidious inquiries 
about the perfons, who have figncd it. Allow me to arifwer 
them by dating the fact Undoubtedly, Sir, if they, who 
have prepared this petition, had thought that the authority of 
numbers would be ufcful to Itrengthen the rcmonftrances it 
contains, or to inforce the prayer of it, they might eafily have 
contrived to get it figned by many thoufands. But, if they had 
done fo, what wo Jd Ijavebcen the confcqucncc ? We Ihould 
immediately have been told, and I think with reafon, Ton have 
brought us a longy tahoured, intricate reprefentation, figncd by niuU 
titudes, who could not pffihly have read it, or known what they 
werefigning, Forefeeing this refledtion, wx have taken a wifer 
courfe. The petition is figned by a few ; but by no man, who 
has not read it, who does not underiland the contents, and is 
not convinced of the truth of it. The quality of the petitioners 
too, I prefumt , w'ill be thought t<. entitle them to attention. 
It is not that I regard thefe fadlitious didinclions rnyfclf^ but 
they, who do, may be alfured that the majority of the petitioners 
I know', and all of them, I believe, are gentlemen who, in 
point of rank and fortune, are on a level with the generality of 
this Houfe, and that, if I had not been prec luded by my fitua- 
tion in Parliament, I ihould have been proud of figning it my- 
felf, and even have claimed it as the pofl of honour to have 
taken my ftation among the foremoft in the lift. I have no 
earthly perfonal intereft in the fuccefs of the mcafure. On the 
contrary, the agitation of this queftion has been to me the 
fource of infinite perfonil uneafincfs ; of coldncfs, diftance, 
and reparation in private life, where once the warmed friends 
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fhip and afiedlion have Aibllfted ; but my heart and mind go 
with the meafure, and, while there is hope, I never fliall aban** 
don it. 

An honourable gentleman *, I think, obferved laft night, 
that, in faS, there was no occafion for fo general a remedy as 
that which the petition aimed at. He did not deny that c6r- 
ruption exifted in the eleSion of the Houfe of Commons , but 
in "part, he defended the prafticc as a thing tolerable in itfelf, 
and for the red, he allured us, that the word part oi the abufes 
in queftion Were gradually dccreafing; that, as the inftances 
occurred, they would be fucceffively corredled, and that, let 
the evil be what it would, this was the bed way of removing 
it. That honourable gentleman will pardon me, if, with 
longer experience and obfervalion of the fiibje£l, I differ from 
him about the faft. I affirm, with certain knowledge, that 
corruption has been for many years, and is in a date of pro- 
greffion ; that is, from the Revolution to this hour. How it 
Hands now, I need not attempt to explain ; for I am in the 
company of thofe, who iinderdand the fubjefl- as well as I do. 
But I beg leave to ftate to the honourable gentleman what the 
fituation of parliamentary bribery and corruption w^as in this 
country about twenty years ago. The inliance is curious and 
the authority unquedionable. I take it from a letter written 
by the late Earl of Chcllerfield to his fon, never intended to be 
made public, and unconneded with party view^s of any kind, 
even thofe of the lime he lived in. 

Extra£i of a letter from the Earl of Chejierfield to his fon^ dated 
December the igth, 1767, 

“ Since that I have heard no mors of it, which made me 
look out for fome venal borough ; and I fpok - to a borough 
jobber, and offered fivc-and- twenty hundred pounds for a/c- 
cure feat in Parliament ; but he laughed at my offer, and faid 
that there was no fuch thing as a borough to be had now ; for 
the rich Eaff and Well Indians had fecured them all, at the 
rate of three thoufand pounds at lead ^ but many at four thou* 
fand ; and two or three that he knew, at five thoufand.” 

Perhaps it will be faid, the times are me'nded. Sir, for 
Kiyfelf 1 can only proteft, that 1 have fome reafon to think 

* Mr. Jenkinfon. 
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othemife. So far from any fall having taken place in the price 
of boroughs, I believe it never was higher than it has been 
lately, and that ihempd unfair advantages have been t^ken, by 
dealers and chapmen, of cuftomers in particular fituations. — 
I have heard of a worthy gentleman who, after liaving made 
his bargain for five thoufand pounds, wiilunt being known to 
the other party, was charged lix thoufand as foon as his name 
was difeovered, and merely becaufe the proprietor of the com*' 
modity w'culd not take lefs from an hone/l gentleman, who 
had exifted in the Eaft Indies. You will allow. Sir, that 
the worthy perfon I allude to was hardly treated in that affair. 
— I give you this inftance, out of many, as a proof of the ac- 
tual Hate of the abufe. You fee, by Lord Chcfterfield’s letter, 
how the cafe flood twenty years ago. Do you ferioufly believe 
that the purity of borough mongers, and the morals of the 
eledlorsof Great Britain, arc mended fince that time ? that the 
commodity is not fo fcarce, or the demand for it not fo confi- 
derable as it has been heretofore ? On that point, I can give 
you nothing but my own opinion and convidion, and I fliall 
give it to you now, in the folemn adopted language of Parlia- 
ment, that corruption has increa/ed, is increajing, and ought to 
be diminijked. 

The Earl of MORNINGTON faid, that his objeftions 
applied to the wliole fpirit and fubftance of the meafurc which 
was the fubjed of this debate ; but that he did not mean to 
complain of the particular form in which it had been intro- 
duced into the Houfe. Every propofition containing a fpe- 
cifie plan for altering the frame of Parliament, muft involve 
many intricate queftions of detail, and muft lead to the confi- 
deration of a variety of complicated and minute provifions.— 
The difculfion of fuch a detail had been fometimes fuppofed to 
offer the moft advantageous ground of oppofition, which could 
be defired by thofe who were determined to refift the introduc- 
tion of all new projeds of reprefentation, and to maintain the 
conftitution of Parliament on its old foundations. 

For his part, he defired no fuch advantage in this argu- 
ment: he rejoiced, that on .this occalion ni> fpecific plan had 
been propofed, which, either by the number and variety of its 
defeds, or by the plaufible appearance of fome fubordinate 
parts, might divert the attention of the Houfe from that gseat. 
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leading, and preliminary queftion, on which he was anxious^ 
in the firft indance, to fix the minds of thofe who heard him> 

Is it necedary for the public good to make any alteration in 
the exifting frame of Parliament The honourable gentle- 
man (Mr. Grey) had held an open and a bold language, and 
his candour in that refpeft defcrved acknowledgement : he had 
plainly avowed, that if a Committee fliould be granted, and 
«if^dequate remedies fhoiild be applied to tlie grievances al- 
ledged in the petition, the event mull be “ a change in the Go- 
vernment of the country.” By a change in the Government, 
the honourable gentleman could not intend merely a change in 
the Adminiftration ; he was, undoubtedly, incapable of pro- 
pofing to the Nation, to alter the v/hole order of the reprefen- 
tation in Parliament, for a purpofe fo unworthy as that of 
transferring power from the hands of any party to thofe of an- 
other ; he could not intend to purfuc, by fuch means, an end 
comparatively fo trivial. 

His purpofe, therefore, is fomeihing of a more ferious 
and durable nature ; it is to change, no: the Adminiftration 
only, but the very genius and fpirit of the Britilli Go- 
vernment ; to feparatc thofe elementary principles of mo- 
narchy, of ariftocracy, and of democracy, which are now 
mixed and blended in the frame of this Houfe, and by combin- 
ing them again, according to feme new and different rule of 
proportion, to create a fyftcm, of which v."c at prefent know 
nothing more, than that it is to be new in its texture, and 
wholly different in its effedl from the exifting order of our 
happy conftitution. A projedl fo fbted, and of fuch extent, 
has not been agitated in Parliament during the prefent century ; 
and it is a duty which we all owe to the prefent and to fucceed- 
ing times, to paufe, and to deliberate with the utmoft caution, 
before we confent even to take the firft ftep towards a meafure 
of fuch powerful effedl, and of fuch lafting confequences. Be- 
fore we part with thofe foundations on which the Government 
has been fo long fettled, it becomes us to recolledl what that 
is which we are about to deftroy, and to afeertain, as fiar as 
human forefight can enable us, what is likely.to be fubftituted 
in its place. 

Lord Mprnington faid he would ftate, as diftindlly as he 
could, the feveral queftions which occurred to his mind as ne- 
ceilary to be carefully examined in the earlieft of thk 
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liberation. In the firft place, we ought to examine what is the 
nature, extent, and value of the pradlical benefits which the 
people adually enjoy under the prefent frame of Parliament ? 
and whether they are fo evidently unconnefted with the prefent 
frame of Parliament, that an alteration of it could not poflibly 
endanger their continuance ? 'In the next place, what is the 
nature and extent of the pra£lical grievances now alledged ? — 
whether they can reafonably be imputed to any defedl in the 
frame of Parliament — and if they can, whether they arc of fuch 
weight and importance, as to overbalance the benefits a£lually 
enjoyed by the people ? And laftly, is there a reafonable profpedl 
that fuch a Government is likely to be fubftituted in the place 
of the prefent, as fliall better fecure the benefits aftually en- 
joyed by the people, or afford a more certain and eiFe<n:ual pro- 
te6lioi\ againft the grievances of which the petitions com- 
plain ? 

In confidering the firft queftion, no argument is ncccffary ta 
perfuade the Houfc of the real exiftcncc of thofe eminent and 
fubftantial advantages which, for more than a century, have 
been univcrfally felt, acknowledged, and underftood, in this 
happy and flourilhing nation. To enumerate them will be 
fufficient ; and no man can hear them named without feeling 
a due fenfe of their value. 

We know, that in many other countries a large lhare of po- 
litical power has been diredly excrcifed by the people. The 
form of all fuch Governments is, in the common acceptation of 
the word, free; but the praftical refult has often been the moft 
odious and intolerable tyranny ; and never, under any diftri- 
bution of political power, of which the memory has reached 
us, or of which we now fee the operation, have the true ends 
of fociety been fo cffeftually accomplifhedy or fo long preferved, 
as under that Government, which it is the profefled (Jefign of 
this motion to change. Under that Government, the life of 
every individual is fecured by the mild and equal fpirit of the 
law ; by the pure adminiftration of juft ice ; by the admirable 
inftitution of juries ; and by the gracious and equitable exercife 
of that prerogative, which is tiie brighteft ornament of the Bri- 
tllli Crown, the power of mitigating the rigour of criminal 
judgements, and of caufing law and juftice to be executed in 
mercy. Under that Government, the liberty of the fubjeft is 
cfobliftied on the fame foundations, and protected by the fame 



fafeguards, which main^in the whole fyftem of order in the 
State ; it is a temperate and rational, li erty, infeparably con- 
ne£led with all the moft facred duties of fociety, and w'-’^e it 
adds new for:c to every civil, every mo » and every religious 
obligation, it derives from them its moft powerful a<3ivity and 
its moft fubftantial ftrength. Refting on fiich founchtions, and 
united with all the virtues, and with all the genuine interefts, 
both of the Monarch and of the People, it has long remained 
inviolate ; and it feems to contain every principle of ftabilily, 
which can enter into the frame of any human inftitution ; fo^ 
it can neither be abiifed by the fubjeft, nor invaded by the 
Crown, without equal hazard to the fafety of botli ; without 
endangering fomc fundamental principle of private tranquillity 
and domcilic comfort on the one hand, or without difturbing 
the Iiai r.i 'ny and impairing the vigour of the Monarchy on the 
other. L rd Mornington next fpr^ke of the right of property* 
a right which, he faid, was rendered facred by the whole tenor 
of our laws, and w as the bafis of the conftitution of Parlia- 
ment. 

Thcfe are the principal advantages wdiich every fubjefl; of 
the realm now enjoys — the fafety of his life, of his liberty, and 
of his property ; and furcly thefe advantages wdll not be more 
lightly cftcemcd by a wife people, becaufe they are become ha- 
bitual by long and uninterrupted poflfellion. They are, in fail, 
the true fcurces of the fecurity, of the repofe, and of the af- 
fluence of private life ; and therefore they may juftly be deemed 
the efficient and immediate caufes of all real happinefs in fo- 
ciety. Theie advantages are confirmed by a peculiar excellence 
in the prailical effeil of the prefent ftrrSuie of Parliament, 
Whatever might be contended to be the defeSive ftate of the 
reprefcp.tation in theory, it is an undeniable fail, proved by 
•daily, and almoft by hourly experience, that there isnointc- 
reft in the kingdom, however inconfiderable, which does nor 
find fome advocate in the Hoiife of Commons to recommend it 
to the attention of the Legiflatufe. From the fame fources arc 
neceflarily derived the wealth, the powe. , and the fplendor of 
the Empire : it is the fenfe of fafety, it is ti) confidence rc- 
pofed in the proteftion of the Government, which have encou- 
raged the fubj ct \o adventure thcffii its of his luduftry and flcill 
in thofe enterprifibs of agriculture, of commerce, and ofmanu- 
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failures, which, in the various ftages of their progrefs, contri- 
bute equally to the profit of individuals, and to the profperity 
of the State. From the united effefts of all thcfe circdmftances, 
the colledlive in^rcfts of the empire have been in a progreffive 
ftate of improvement ever fince the period of the Revolution. 
Even during moft of our wars, the advancement of trade, and 
general opulence, has not been interrupted, particularly during 
the war of 1756 ; in the courfc of whioli, the commerce of the 
nation, was fcarccly lefs profperous than her arms. One un- 
fortunate exception to this ftatement muft be admitted — tlfe 
American war. That war, (which, it had been already ob- 
ferved, was, in its origin, t!ie war of the people) with every 
other calamity, undoubtedly produced a general ilagnatlon in 
the fources of national profperity. 

In 1772, the value of the imports was ,^.14,500,000 

And that of the exports - « - 17,700,000 

They had funk in 1782, to - 12,700,000 imports, 

and to - - - 11,400,000 exports. 

But whatever argument may be drawn from this period of dif- 
grace and difafter, the rapid recovery of the country from the 
confequences of thofe misfortunes muft not pafs without re- 
mark. 

From 1782 to 1791, the imports rofe to ;^.I9, 600,000 

And the exports to 
In 1792, they were 
and 

Decrcafe from 1772 to 1782, 

Imports 1, 800, 000 

Exports 6,300,000 

Incrcafe from 1782 to 1792, 

Imports 6,900,000 

Exports 1 3,400,000 

Increafe of 1792 above 177a 

Thus, with all the imperfeftions and irregularities of this 
reprobated frame of Parliament, the nation has rifen from the 

loweft ftate of humiliation and adverfitv, 

• ' 

** More glorious and more dread than from no fall,*' 

“ Andtrufts'hcrfclf to fear no fccond fate.’* 


22,700,000 
jf. 1 9,600,000 imports, 
24,800,000 exports. 

^ Period of American war. 

, Period fince the peace. 

Imports ^^.5, 100, 000 
Exports 7,100,000 
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What had beeir the means by' Which the nation had not only 
fiinnounted all her difiiculties in fo (hort a time, but had been 
enabled to appear again among the States of Europe with in- 
creafed ftrength, and with augthented fplendor ? 

• During that period, no change of the fyftem of reprefenta- 
tion had taken place. Whatever was eiFe£ted by the jedu£lion 
of the influence of the Crown, proceeded from the Houfe of 
'Cpmmons, under its prefent Conftitution. There was no- 
thing to aid the country in that memorable ftruggle, but the 
intrinfic vigour of the Conliitution itfelf, neither improved, 
nor impaired by any alteration ; it was the wifdom of Parlia- 
ment, fupported by the uniform confidence and co-operation 
of the people, which had been found equal to the arduous tafle 
of retrieving the affairs of the Empire, in a crifis of fuch diffi- 
culty and diftrefs, as perhaps had never before been overcome 
by any Empire, of which the memory remained among man- 
kind. This example, therefore, of the American war, con- 
fidered in all its parts, exhibits another important pradlical 
excellence in the exifting frame of the Government. For it 
fhews, that if the Conftitution has not the power (and what 
human work can have the power r) to exempt us from every vi- 
ciffitude of fortune, yet it contains an aftive principle, which, 
after the mofl fevere calamities, enables the nation to recover 
her ftrength by a natural effort, and to repair all her Ioffes from 
her own internal refources. Lord Mornington then faid, he 
did not think he was called upoa to prove, that all thefe ad- 
vantages would necelfarily be deftsoyed by any alteration in the 
prefent conftruAion of the Houfe of Commons. The weight 
of proof in this argument muft be impofed on thofe who pro- 
pofe a change in the Government. It is incumbent on them 
to (hew, that thefe ineftimable bleffings are not interwoven 
with that fyftem, which they mean to difturb. It cannot be 
denied that thefe bleffings have been^ coeval with the prefent 
frame of Government. We know that they can exift toge- 
ther ; we do not know that they can exift feparately. Their 
co-exiftence for fo long a period will be a ftrong prefumption 
of their being intimately connefted, until fome'ftronger proof 
can be adduced to the contrary. It is npt, perhaps, within 
the reach of Jiuman wifdom to trace each of thefe happy effe&s 
(which every man feels} diftindUy to its immediate caufe, in 
VolTXXXV. * 
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any oac 6f die mixed principles of our Government, or in the 
ipecific proportion which thofe principles bear to each other, 
they are now combined ; but it is at lead as arduous an un- 
dertaking to prove, (without a previous experiment) that any 
different temperature of the fame principles would produce the ' 
fame effefis ; happier effeds cannot reafonably be cxpeft^d, 
or defired, and it would be a mod criminal raflinefs, to com- 
mit the happinefs of a whole natioih to the hazard of a perilgus 
experiment, which, at bed, does not even promife any prac- 
tical improvement in the civil condition of the people. Even 
in ax Condituont Affembly, deliberating with no other view 
than that of feleSing the bed poflible fydem of government, 
without prejudice in favour of any doflrinc, and without at- 
tachment to any inftitiition, under every imaginable circum- 
ftanceof advantage to the honourable gentleman’s caufe, what 
would be the determination of this argument? Let us fup- 
pofe, that in a Condituent Affembly, the honourable gentle- 
man were not merely to avow » defign^f changing the exiding 
Government of-his country, but were to propofe in its place a 
new theory, more perfeA than any which the human under- 
ftanding ever before conceived, and to all appearance exempt 
from any of the irregularities of the Britifli Conditution ; his 
eloquence, and his ingenuity would certainly be applauded. 
But if, on the other fide, fome perfon were to rife, and toop- 
pofe to that beautiful theory, a Conflituiion, which, however 
irregular and anomalous in fome of its parts, had realized to 
the people, for more than a century, every fubdantial benefit, 
which the honourable gentleman could hope to attain by the 
complete praftical fuccefs of all his mod fanguine fpecula- 
tions; would not even a Condituent Affembly, (in which 
wifdom and prudence had any influence,) adopt that conditu- 
tion, which had been proved to be competent to all the ends of 
good Government, in preference to a theory, framed with a 
view to the fame ends, but of which the prafiical operation 
Was untried, and mud therefore be uncertain? Having dated 
thefe confideiations on that quedion, which he had propofedat 
the opening of his fpcech,‘ as the fird to be examined, Lord 
Mornington next adverted to tfle nature of the pradlical griev* 
4Ace8 alledged in the petitions, and proceeded to inquire whe- * 
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ther they were ta be imputed to the defe6llve (late of the fabric 
of Parliament. 

The principal grievances enumerated were— The whole lyf- 
tcm of the wars in which the nation had been eng^ed; the 
debt in which it has been involved by thofe wars ; and the 
taxes with which the people are burdened in confequence of 
the debt; and it is aifertcd, that thefe evils could never have, 
exifted, if the rcprefentation of the people in Parliament had 
been differently modelled. That war is at all times a great 
evil, and that our wars have been the original caufes both of 
the National debt, and of the taxes, is a truth which cannot 
admit of difpiite. But it is alfo true, that under certain cir- 
cumftances, war may be juftly demanded by the unanimous 
voice of the wifefl nation, and may become of neceffity even 
the fyflematic policy of the moil prudent, moderate, and in- 
corrupt councils. In order to fubllantiate the comprehenfivd 
charge exhibited by the petitioners againft every Parliament 
which has fat fince the revolution, it mud be proved, that our 
wars fince that time have generally been undertaken in contra- 
di^ion both to the declared fenfe, and to the manifefi interefls 
df the people. But no man who is not intirely ignorant of our 
hiftory, will hazard a propofition fo falfe in all its parts. The 
peculiar fituation and circumftances of this ifland engaged the 
.nation for a long time in fucceffive contefts for the prelervation 
of her Conftitution, of her trade, and of her foreign domi- 
nions. The wars which immediately followed the revolution^ 
w^ere abfolutely ncceffary for the fecurity of that aufpicious 
fettlement. The recent edabliOiment required protedlion^ not 
only againd the abdicated King, and thofe who fupported his 
caufe at home, or who had followed his fortunes abroad, but 
alfo againd the pride and jealoufy of Louis XIV. He could 
not differ a limited monarchy, founded on the liberties of 
the people, to grow up, and flouridi in peace fo near his 
throne. He naturally forefaw that fuch a Conditution mud 
become a continual reproach to the tyranny of his Government^ 
and an infuperable obdacle to the progrefs of his ambition.— 
It was therefore his policy to attempt the dedrudion of foibr* 
midable a neighbour, by every* means both ^ open force and 
fccret machination ; and under fuch circumdances, every 
tive of felf-prefervation, of judice» and of honour^ sefoited^ 

3 K a 
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not only that' the Englilh 'rilaHoh ffioiild oppdfta “firm' Vefill- 
ance to the dired attacks of this reftlefs and implacable enemy/ 
but that a fyftematic plan of oiFenlive alliance, and of 'vigorous 
war, fliould be fteadily purfued for the cffeSual redu&ion of 
his overgrown and dangerous power. 

Thefe wars, undertaken in fuch a caufc, and with fuch 
views, were the original foundation of the national debt ; and 
if it fliould be obferved, that they were undertaken in oppofi- 
tion to the wifhes of a numerous party in the nation, let it be 
remembered, that the fame party was equally difaffeSed to the 
caufe of our liberties, of our laws, and of our religion. 

The wars in the reign of Queen Anne were direfted to the 
great objeS of preferving the Crown in the Proteftant line, 
and of infuring the acceflion of the illuftrious family now on 
the throne. Since the happy acceflion of that family, the 
great increafe of commerce, and the extenfion of our domi- 
nions in every quarter of the globe, have excited the jealoufy of 
other powers : the nation has often been compelled to defend 
the freedom of her trade ; and in contending for that objeft, it 
has been her fortune to extend her foreign pofleflions by large 
and valuable acquifitions of territory. The defence of thofe 
acquifitions has again induced the neceflfity of having recourfe 
to arms. And unlefs it fhall be maintained, that to preferve 
the principal fourccs of our commercial opulence, of our re- 
venue, and of our naval fiipcriority> was an unwife and unjuf- 
tifiable objed of writ, the policy and jiiftice of the wars under- 
taken by the Princes of the Houfc of Brunfvvick can be as lit- 
tle contefted, as it can be denied that the condud and event of 
thofe wars have been glorious to the military charajder of this 
brave people. 

Lord Mornington faid, he would not fatigue the Houfc by 
entering more particularly into the hiftory of the wars fince 
the acceflSon of George the Firft ; but he would aflert gene- 
rally, that many of them were wars of abfolutc ncceflity; all 
were undertaken with the concurrence, and moft of them, 
not only in Arid conformity to the intcrefts, but at the earneft 
defire o[ the Public. Perhaps it would appear on a nearer 
view of the fubjed, that the moll popular wars had alfo been' 
the moft expenfive, and had generally terminated in thelargeft 
increafe of the national debt. 
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Here, however, the cafe of the American war was agaih to 
be diftingui(hed from the reft. That war, it was well known, 
was commenced with the pdblic approbation. It was under- 
taken for the fpecious purpofc of aiTertinga right in Parliament 
qf compelling America to relieve the Mother country from a 
part of the burdens incurred in the defence of the colonies, 
during the juflly popular war of 1756. Lord Mornington faid^ 
he was one of thofe who had always condemned the whole po- 
licy* of the American war ; but it was well known that the opi- 
nion of the nation at large was never decidedly exprefled in fa- 
vour of a peace, until the laft year, or, at fooneft, the year 
preceding the laft, of that unfortunate conteft. 

For a period, therefore, of two years at molt, he admitted, 
that a difference of opinion had exifted between the Parliament 
and the nation. But w’^onld it be contended, that, according to 
the very firft notion of a reprefentative Government, a tempo- 
rary oppofi lion to the defires of the people might not fometimes 
be effential to their permanent interefts? In this cafe, there- 
fore, the objeftion could not be to the general principle of in- 
terpofing the caution and prudence of a deliberative affembly 
between the paflions and caprices of the people, and the final 
rcfult of the public councils. 

The abufe of this falutary principle, in the two laft years of 
the Anficrican war, was not of fuch a nature, and had not pro- 
duced fuch confequences,^ as to compel us, at this time, to ex- 
pofc the principle itfelf to hazard by an alteration in the Con- 
ftitution : fincc the diminution of the influence of the Crown, 
which had been effeded by Parliament, the fame abufe w'as 
not likely to recur to any confiderable extent; and againft the 
injury which the country had fuffered in the laft two years of 
* the American war, muft be fet the rapid recovery of the na- 
tional wealth and force fince the peace.-^ Here Lord Morn- 

ington referred >0 his former ftatement on this fubjed. — This 
view of the wars fince the revolution, leads to a conclufion di-* 
redly oppofite to the intentions of the petitioners ; foritlhews 
(fubjed always to the exceptions^ ftated on the cafe of the Ame- 
rican war) that the Parliaments of thpfe times, if they had been 
chofen even by the individual fuflfr^ge of every man in the na- 
tion, could not have purfued a more pacific fyftem, without 
betraying thc*intcrefts, and rejeding thefenfe of the people. 
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With refpcA to the debt, being the inevitable cpnfcquencc 
of repeated wars, it Hands on the fame argument with them : 
It originated in the reign of William the Third, when the 
principles of the Conftitiition were fuppofed to flourifli in full 
vigour. If, iince that period, it has grown to an enormous 
fizc, the refources of the country have not only kept pace witfi' 
it, but have greatly furpaffed it, in every ftage of its growth, 
and ultimately have aiForded the means of providing for its gra- 
dual extin£rion. * 

Lord Mornington faid, that he could not leave this part of 
the fubje^t without obferving, that the petitioners, who had 
placed the debt at the head of their lift of grievances, had not 
taken the trouble of afeertaining the extent of the evil of which 
they complained ; for they had ftated the debt at 280 millions, 
which was an addition of about 40 millions to its real amount. 

The petitioners appeared to be ftlll more ignorant of the na- 
ture and amount of the taxes, which they reprefented as fo bur- 
denfome to them. In the firft place, they had ftated the taxes 
at 26 millions, infteadof 17. In the next place, they had en- 
tirely omitted to make any allowance for the very confiderable 
augmentation of revenue, which had been the neceflary effefl: 
of the increafe of trade. A large fum, which they had placed 
to the account of increafed burdens, as if they themfelves fuf- 
fered under them, arofe, in faft, from no additional burden 
whatever ; but from the increafed produce of the exifting taxes, 
in proportion to the extenfion of our commerce, and to the 
progreffive wealth of the nation. After what had been ftated 
on the wars and debt, it only remained to be inquired, with re- 
gard to the taxes, whether they were impofed in fuch a manner 
as to bear more heavily on the people than the neceffities of the 
ftate required? Whoever examined the different branches of 
the. revenue, muft acknowledge, that the prevailing principle 
throughout the whole fyftem of our taxation was to relieve 
the lower orders of the community, as much as poflible, from 
the weight of the public burdens, and to throw it on thofe wbo 
were beft able to fupport it. 

He concluded this part of the argument, by remarking, that 
the choice of the particular moment for propofing to change 
the Government, on account of the debt and taxes, had not 

been very happy. The propofitign had been Halted by thoft 

1 
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who now bring it forward, precifely at the time, when, by the 
operation of a law, pafTed within thefe few years. Parliament 
had been enabled to redeem ten millions of the public debt^ 
and had adually commenced a plan for the gradual diminution 
^•^f the public burdens, by taking off fome of thofe taxes, which 
preffed molt feverely on the indigent and laborious dalles of the 
people. To fwell the catalogue of grievances exhibited by the 
petitioners, much labour had been employed in the debate* 
Amongft other charges (to moft of which fufficient anfwers 
had been given already,) it had been afferted, that from the 
defeftsin its.conftitution, and their confequences, thisHoufe 
- had loft the confidence of the people. Lord Momington faid, 
he really could not underftand to what moment within the pe- 
riod of thefe laft nine years this complaint could confiftently be 
applied by the gentlemen oppofite to liim. He had heard from 
thofe gentlemen, during almoll the whole of that eventful pe- 
riod, a language totally different. He had heard them uni- 
formly complain, that the fupport which thh Houfe had re- 
ceived in the nation, on the moft momentous and trying occa- 
fions, was to be imputed to an univerfal delufion, which had 
fpread over the whole kingdom, and had corrupted the judge- 
ment of the whole people. The confidence of the people in 
this Houfe had not hitherto been denied, but it had been la- 
mented as a fatal error : whether the people were really in the 
wrong on all thofe important occafions, or whether the gentle- 
men on the oppofite fide had contended that the people were 
in the wrong, merely becaufe they happened to differ with 
them in opinion, is a queftion foreign to this argument. — 
The faft that this Houfe had met with the cordial fupport of 
the people during that period, could not be contefted. Has 
any event happened of late, from which it can be collefted 
that the people now repofe a lefs degree of confidence in this 
Houfe ? Can it be colleded, from the almoft unanimous zeal 
with which they have fo lately defended that Conftitution, of 
which the frame of Parliament forms a moft material part } 
Can it be colleded from their cordial and vigorous co-opera- 
tion in every meafure which has been taken by Parliament, to 
refift the defigns of France ? Is it in the bounties to feamen 
and foldiers^ or in the fubferiptions for the maintenance of the 
widows and children of thofe who may fall in battle, that wt 
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•le to feek for the fymptoms of a general difafFet^ion to the 
exifting Qovernmenty and of that fpirit ofjealoufy and fufpi- 
cion with which it is faid all the proceedings of this Houfe 
are obferved by the nation ? 

Another grievance had been difcovercd by a learned gently 
man (Mr. Erlkine), which, Lord Mbrnington faid, he rather 
mentioned for the fingular ingenuity of the difcovery, than as 
thinking it merited a ferious anfwer. The learned gentle^ 
man had traced the origin of the French revolution, with 
all its errors, follies, and crimes, to the vitious conftitution 
of the Britifli Houfe of Commons. The honourable gentle- 
man who had juft fat down (Mr. Francis) entirely difagrecd 
with the learned gentleman ; for he had told us that the French 
revolution, with its dreadful confequences, muft be imputed 
folcly to the defpotifm and corruption of the ancient monarchy 
of France. 

.Leaving thofe gentlemen to adjuft their contradiftory opi- 
nions, in all probability the events which had happened in 
France would not, in any view of them, be deemed an argu- 
ment for changing the Government of Great Britain. 

Thus ftands the account bcftween>the benefits enjoyed under 
the prefent frame of Government, and the evils imputed to it. 
When the balance was ftruck. Lord Mornington faid, he be- 
lieved the Houfe could not think that any change was neceitary 
either for the ends of private happinefs, or of public prbf- 
perity. 

It ftill remained to be examined, what might be expected in 
the room of the prefent Government, in the event of a 
change ? 

Nothing having been diftindly ftated on this head, except- 
ing that a change is to be made, we feem at the firft view to be 
left entirely to the uncertainty of conjedure on this mod im- 
portant of all the civil concerns of mankind. Perhaps this 
ftatc of doubt and ignorance would be alone a fufficient objec- 
tion to the motion ; no wife and prudent man would com- 
mence the demolition of an eftablifhed Governinent^ under 
which he had lived happily and profperoufly, without fume 
knowledge of the fyftem to be raifed on its ruins, withopt 
Ibme opportunities of comparifon and of examination 
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But the argument need not be refted on this ground. The 
candour of the honourable gentleman, and the indifcrcet zeal 
of the petitioners, have given us the means of forming a tole- 
rably accurate notion of the exchange which is likely to be 
offered to us in the Committee. If the honourable gentleman 
bas not told us what he means to propofe in the place of the 
prefent Government, he has diftindly avowed what he prefers 
to it. He has declared, that if he were to be compelled 
to*make an option between the prefent Government, and 
that projeft, commonly called univerfal reprefentation, (or 
the extenfion of the right of fuffrage to every male adult in the 
kingdom) he has declared, that, reduced to fuch an option, he 
would not hefitate to adopt that ftrange and extravagant pro- 
je£l. Whatever other plan he may have formed in his own 
brcnfl, it is evident that he is prepared, under certain circum- 
ftances, to admit the plan of univerfal fuffrage. 

The queftion, therefore, arifes, whether it is not probable 
that he may be driven to that very alternative in which he has 
already anticipated his own clecifion ? 

There is every reafon to believe, that the great mafs of the 
nation would rejeft any propofition, however framed', which 
was profeffedly defigned to effe6l a change in the prefent Go- 
vernment of the country. The honourable gentleman is, 
therefore, reduced to the neceffity of looking for fupport among 
the few, who have declared their difeontent under that Go- 
vernment : his whole flrcngth is in their numbers ; and he mud 
frame his plan of alteration in conformity to the favourite max- 
ims of the majority of his fupporters. 

Of all the petitions on the table, he has fcleftcd one only, 
as defending the confideration of a Committee. That petition 
is exprefled with caution, but it is figned by fewer names than 
any other on the table, and is avowedly the produftion of the 
focicty of gentlemen affociated under the title of the “ Friends 
of the People.” It cannot feriouQy be intended wholly to pafs 
by all the other petitions ; to treat them as utterly unworthy of 
notice ; and to rely on this Tingle petition as being fufficient of 
itfelf to juftify a change in the Government, and to decide the 
principles by which that change (hall be regulated: if fuch 
Ihould be the intention, majority of the petitioners will 
VoL. XXXV. 3 I 
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probably ht as little fatisfied with the new projc6l, whatever 
it may be, as they are with the prefent Conftitution. 

It is therefore reafonable to argue, from the general ten- 
dency of all the petitions ; and it is juft to conclude, that what- 
ever is the prevailing doflrinc of reprefentation, in which moft 
of them concur, between that doftrine and the exifting framed « 
of Parliament the honourable gentleman muft ultimately make 
his option. 

Thofe petitions, which bear fo ftriking a refemblance to 
each other, feem at the firft view to have an air of moderation : 
but they all agree in maintaining it to be an undifputed 
principle of the Conftiliition, that the third eftate ought to be 
elefled by the Commons of the kingdom, or by a majority 
thereof.” Thefe exprciHons, taken in the latitude in which 
they are here ufecl, muft be underftood to comprehend every 
individual, or at leaft a majority of all the individuals in the 
kingdom, without any limit or diftinflion of property. 

In the firft fenfe, the dodrine requires no comment ; it is 
in plain terms the principle of univerfal fulFrage, afTerted in 
its utmoft extent. The words, or by a majority thereof,” 
cannot reafonably be deemed a limitation of the firft part of the 
propofition: for it is impofliblc to imagine any point, where 
a boundary can be corredly drawn between a right in the ma- 
jority of the whole people, and a right in the whole people to 
excrcife the eledive franchife. 

It may be remarked in palling, that no trace whatever of this 
principle, which the petitioners call ‘‘ undifputed,” is to be 
found in the whole hiftory of the conftitution of Parliament. 
The eledive franchife, at no period, has been abfolutely veiled 
either in the people at large, or in the majority of them ; it has 
been diftributed at all times according to fome principle of fe- 
ledion ; in fome inftances regulated by property, in fome by 
other confiderations, but never by a mere numerical divifion of 
the individuals of the nation. Such is the dodrine on which 
thofe who profefs to be the moft moderate clafs of the honour^ 
able gentleman’s fupporters, defire to place the ftrudure of 
Parliament. The next clafs fpeaks a lefs guarded language. 

The petitioners from Derby tell us, that “ they are afliired, 
upon the moft mature refledion, and diligent inquiry, that the 
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prefent fyftera of reprefentation is contradiSory to the ri|^ts of 
man.*' 

The petition from Sheffield^ (which, although not on the 
table, may juftly be confidercd, in this branch of the argument, 
las a leading part of the honourable gentleman’s fupport) de- 
clares, that men, and not houfes or land, are the objefls of 
reprefentation.** 

A petition has been prefented by the honourable gentleman 
who fpoke laft (Mr. Francis), from fundry inhabitants of 
London, Weftminfler, and their vicinity,” which defer vcs pe- 
culiar attention. It fets forth, that, according to the eflab- 
lifhed maxim of all good Governments, every man ought to 
be, in fome meafure, his own legiflator ; and it concludes, by 
recommending as the only efFc£lual, permanent, and pradicable 
plan of reform, that the right of voting fliould be reftored uni- 
verfally to every man, not incapacitated by nature for want of 
rcafon, or by law for the commiffion of crimes ; and that elec- 
tions (hoiild be annual.” 

It is not immaterial to trace from what quarter this extraor- 
dinary petition has proceeded. At the head of the fignafures 
ftands the name of Thomas Hardy, a name obfeure in this 
country, but not unknown to the National Convention of 
France. In the month of November, Thomas Hardy, Se- 
cretary to the Correfponding Society, on behalf of that Society, 
fubferibed an addrefs to the Convention, which breathed fo 
fincere an affe£lion for the caufe of the French Republic, and 
fo warm a zeal for the dettrudion of the Britifh Government, 
as to obtain the honour of being circulated throughout all the 
departments, and all the armies of our enemy. It is remark- 
able, that for fome time pad, a public invitation has appeared, 
in the name of the Correfponding Society, encouraging all per- 
fons to fign a petition for a radical reform in the Houfe of Com- 
mons. Combining thefe circumilances, can it be doubted, 
that this petition is the fabrication of the Correfponding Soci- 
ety ? And can any man, who has obferved the proceedings of 
that focicty, believe, that the deluded perfons who compofe it 
will reft fatisfied with any temperate reform ? ^ or that they 
would be contented even with the full execution of the extra- 
vagant projeft recommended in their own petition, -if they 
wer^ not perfiiadcd, that the accompliihment of that meafure 
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muft lead to confequences of infinitely greater extent than any 
of the abfurdities, however numerous and extenfivei with 
which the very firft view of fuch a fyftem muft ftrike the moft 
fuperficial obferver? The origin and tendency of this petition, 
and the circumftances by which it is diftingtiiftied, muft natu< 
rally draw the obfervation of the Houfe to the moft numerous, 
the moft a6live, and the moft formidable clafs of friends to the 
caufe in which the honourable gentleman is engaged : Thcfc . 
are the feveral focieties, whofe dangerous do6lrines have lately 
attra3ed fo much of the vigilance of Parliament, and have ex* 
cited fuch juft alarm and indignation in the country. In this 
Houfe, gentlemen have uniformly contended, that thefe focie* 
tics have nothing in view but the innocent objeft of improving 
the reprefentation of the people. They are known to the ho- 
nourable gentleman merely as Parliamentary Reformers ; under 
that difguife they have tendered him their fupport. But they 
are known in another charafler to the people at large, whom 
they have attempted to corrupt, and to the Magiftrates, whofe 
peculiar duty it is to watch over and reftrain all difturbers of 
the public peace : they are known to have openly profefled, 
and ailiduoufly propagated, dodrincs tending not only to alie- 
nate the afFedions of His Majefty’s fubjeds, from his perfon, 
family, and Government, but to taint every principle, by 
which the order of civil fociety is rendered permanent, or even 
pradicable among mankind. They are known to have ap- 
plauded the example, to have folicltcd the alliance, and to 
have received the carefles of the National Convention of 
France, and to have fought the eftablifliment of a National 
Convention in Great Britain. The zeal, which is univerfally 
profeifed by every one of thefe focieties in the caufe of Parlia- 
mentary Reform, is merely fubfidiary to the great objed of 
introducing their favourite maxims in the moft advantageous 
ihape: a change in the fyftem of reprefentation is not the real 
end of ^their efforts, but is purfued, as affording the moft fa- 
vourable means of facilitating that total fubverfion of the mo-* 
narchy ilfelf, which will ever appear impradicable, even to 
The moft adventurous and mifguided zeal, while the Conftitu- 
tion of Parliament (hall remain unimpaired. 

This laft defeription of the friends to a change in the Go* 
Kpment, will undoubtedly acquiefee even in a plan of. re* 
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form, which (hall proceed no farther than to extend the right 
of voting to every man in the kingdom ; but the honourable 
gentleman cannot hope to appeafe thefe focieties, even for a 
moment, by any propofition of a more limited nature. Thus 
we fee, that of all the honourable gentleman’s fupporters, (ex- 
cepting the Friends of the People, who have exprefTed no opi- 
nion on this part of the fubjed) not one is likely to be fatisfied 
►with any projcft of reprefentatipn lefs extendve than that of 
omverfal fuffrage, while many look even beyond that projedt, 
and regard it only as the beginning of more eifedtual mifchief, 
and of more general confufion. 

This view of the tempers, charaAers, and opinions, which 
the honourable gentleman muft confult in the arrangement of 
his plan of reformation, opens a mod alarming profpedk of the 
principles by which the fcttlemcnt of the new Government is 
likely to be diredled : a clofer invedigation of the collateral cir- 
cumdances of the cafe will only tend to increafe our anxiety, 
and to confirm our apprehenfions. At the clofe of the lad 
feilion of Parliament, we were encouraged to expedl that the 
honourable gentleman, and his own fociety, might have had 
fufficient influence to redrain within fome bounds of modera- 
tion the extravagance of thefe wild and mifehievous doefrines, 
or that wherever they might fail in redraining fuch dodlrines, 
at lead they would carefully abdain from all intercourfe with 
thofe who continued to profefs them. The authority of a 
Angle, and not a very numerous fociety, cxercifcd with the ut- 
mod fincerity, and even with fuccefs in particular indanccs, 
mud, however, have proved a weak and inefFeftual barrier 
againd that rafli and arrogant fpirit of innovation, from which 
the principal danger was to be apprehended ; more cfpecially, 
when the very title and inditution of fuch a fociety mud have 
perpetually counteracted the efficacy of its precepts, by encou- 
raging general difeontent, and by giving a refpeftable fandion 
and a fpecious pretext to every turbulent and feditious difpoii- 
tion in the nation. Weak and ineflFcdlual as fuch a fecurity 
would be, we cannot flatter ourfelves that we poflefs even that 
precarious advantage. 

The correfpondence of the Friends of the People, as far as 
is publiflied, (conneded with other tranfadions) affords abun- 
dant proof, that, whatever may be their good difpofition, they 
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can neither eiFefliially reprefs the violence of their followers^ 
nor wholly avoid conne£lionS| of which they themfelves ac- 
knowledge the dangerous tendency. In May 1792, the people 
of Sheffield addrefs a letter to the Society, requefting its advice, 
countenance, and protedion, and ftyling it their leader and 
director in the great and (leceflary bufinefs of reform.” The 
Society, as might be expefted, return an anfwer fraught 
with the moft wholefome admonitions, and containing the 
Ibundeft 'maxims of prudence and difcretion. The Society 

counfels the people of Sheffield to obferve a warinefs' and 
caution in all their language ; becaufe, as the Society remarks, 
wary and cautious language is the genuine charafleridic of mo- 
derate views.” The Society warns its pupils of the dangers 
which attend ardent indifcrction and concludes ** by con- 
gratulating them and the countrj" on the intrepid moderation 
which is to be expelled from them in future.” 

The fruits of thefe. excellent leifons we have feen in the pe- 
tition from Sheffield ; which, for the indecency of its language, 
was juftly rejefted by the Houfe. The doftrines maintained 
in the body of that petition have been already ftated, and muft 
be admitted to bear ftronger fymptoms of ardent indifcrction,” 
than of warinefs or caution.” No part of the petition carries 
the Icaft appearance of ‘‘ moderation but the petitioners have 
not wholly difappointed the expectations of their leaders and 
direftors \ in their very preamble, they take care to appear 
fufficiently intrepid for they impeach the title under which 
the Houfe fits as a branch of the Legiflature \ and they deny 
that we are, in the juft fenfe of the words, the Commons of 
Great Britain in Parliament aflcmbled.” 

This is the only inftance, as far as can be collefted from the 
printed proceedings of the Friends of the People, in which the 
influence of their admonitions upon the minds of their follow- 
ers has been put to the proof ; and in this inftance it has been 
found of no weight. Among the advantages held forth to the 
Public by this Society, at the time of its inftilution, we were 
aflured, that its iitmoft eflForts would be employed to raife a 
ftandard, to which none but inoderate men could refort, to dif- 
countenance, and to rejed all, communication with thofe of a 
different defeription ; and by thefe means to counterad the 
operation of the delufive and deftruftive principles contained 
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in the writings of Mr. Paine. Their endeavours to accomplUh 
thefe objedls have been peculiarly unfortunate. In May 1792^ 
the Society for Conditutional Information addrefled a letter to 
the Friends of the People, exhorting them ** to caft away all 
^arlftocratic referves, and to contend honeftly and fairly for the 
people’s rights in their full extent, if they hoped to grapple fuc- 
cefsfully with the powerful defpolifm to which they were op- 
pofedi” 

This language feems to have been properly underftood by the 
honourable gentleman and his friends. In their anfwer, after 
feveral animadverfions on the various refolutions and proceed- 
ings of the Conllitutional Society, particularly on thofe in 
which an approbation of the doftrines of Mr. Paine had been 
exprefled, they conclude wdth thefe words: We muft beg 

leave to decline all future intcrcourfc with a focicty, whofe 
views and objeds, as far as w'e can colleft them from the va- 
rious refolutions and proceedings which have been publiflied, 
we cannot help regarding as irreconcileable with thofe real in- 
terells, on which you profefs to inform and enlighten the 
people.” 

From the day on wliich this anfwer is dated, to the end of the 
autumn, the Condi tutional Society continued to inform 
and enlighten the people, in the fame fplrit, and with increafed 
affiduity, by diffufing and recommending the doftrines of Mr. 
Paine, and the example of France. In the month of No- 
vember, Mr. John Froft and Mr. Joel Barlow, being invefted 
with a diplomatic character by their bretliren of this fociety, 
prefented at the bar of the National Convention of France, 
that memorable addrefs, which has been fo judly reprobrated 
by every loyal fubjeft in this kingdom. In delivering their 
credentials, thefe Ambaifadors pronounced a fpeech, in which 
they ^xprefled a full confidence, that in a fhort fpace of 
congratulations would be received by a National Con^ 
vention in England.” Among many remarkable paflages, the 
addrefs contains a mod elevated panegyric on ^e glorious 
viftoryofthe lothof Auguft a day, carefully diftinguiflied 
from the 2d of September, by thofe enlightened judgements 
which have deliberately cftimated*the comparative merits of 
thofe inhuman mafTacres ; a day, however, which differed in 

XU) elTentiai eircumftance from the 2d of September, excepting 

2 
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that on the 10th of Auguft, (according to mod accounts) more 
blood was (bed, and it was the blood of faithful fervants, en- 
gaged in the difcharge of a lawful duty, and in the defence of 
the perfon and family of a lawful Sovereign. On the loth of 
Auguft, a limited Monarch was violently depofed from his 
throne, and (to complete the triumph of that glorious viftory) was 
foon afterwards committed to a prifon, which was never opened 
to him, until the time arrived when he was expofed to the in- 
fult of a pretendeii trial, and led forth, in the face of his filb- 
je£ls, to fuffer an ignominious death. 

To court the alliance of an ufurpation, eftablifhed on fuch 
crimes, to dignify the fuccefsof fuch crimes with the name of 
a glorious vidlory, and to exprefs an expcflation that a fimilar 
ufurpation might foon be eftabliflied in this country, was a con- 
duS and a language which not only indicated obje£ls and 
views utterly irrcconcilcable with the real interefls of the 
people,'’ but an entire difregard of every feeling which adorns 
the Britifli charadler. If, therefore, in the month of May, 
the honourable gentleman and his Society thought it neceflary 
to difclaiin all intercourfe with the Conftitutional Society, it 
might reafonably be fuppofed, that the events of the month of 
November would have rendered all communication between 
them abfolutely impolTible. 

But in the month of November a new and very different de- 
feription of Societies arofe ; thofe AflTociations, which, founded 
on the general fenfe of prefent happinefs ; on the fear of change, 
which naturally accompanies that fenfe ; on the fteady loyalty, 
and on all the moral and religious duties of a free and virtuous 
people, have contributed in a great meafure to avert the dan- 
gers, which at that time threatened the very being of the con- 
ititution in Church and State. One great objedl of thefe Aflb- 
ciations was to bring to juftice, by regular procefs of law, and 
by the verdift of a jury, the authors and propagators of fedi- 
tious dod:rines, andpaiticularly to check the circulation of Mr* 
Paine’s libels, and to counterail their mifehievous efiefts. Itt 
its principle, this objeft feemed to accord precifely with the 
profeflions of the Friends of the People : yet ftrange as it may 
appear, at this critical jundure, the Friends of the People ac- 
tually coalefced with many leading charafters in the Conftitu- 
tional Society, under the new title of Friends to the liberty 
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of the Prefs/' for the avowed purpofe of cenfurbg thefe laud* 
able affociations, and of defeating the efforts of their honcft 
and well-dire6led zeal. It is not meant to indnuate that the 
honourable gentleman and his friends, by this junflion, adopted 
the general objefts and views of thofe perfons, whom they had 
before fo wifely difclaimed ; but it cannot be denied, that they 
confcnted to admit thofe perfons to aft in common with them 
in purfuirig the particular objefts of the new inftitution ; and- 
'above all, in defeating the meafures bf the affociations agalnfl 
republicans and levellers. Mifehievous as the effefts of fuch 
an union muft be, even if they could be limited to theprofeffed 
objefts of this new fociety, the evil does not flop there: 

Any degree of credit, which the perfons deferibed may be 
fuppofed to derive from the countenance of the honourable gen- 
tleman in this joint purfuit, will be turned by them to their 
own feparate purpofes, and will be applied to promote their 
own boundlcfs projefts of innovation and diforder. If, under 
the flicUerofthc honourable gentleman’s charafter, they (hould 
grow into authority and ftrength, they may in the end compel 
him to lend his name and his talents to meafures, not lefs fatal 
to his own intercits, than to thofe of his country. While he 
avows it to be his fixed intention (even in the extreme cafe 
which he hasflated) to change the exifting Government of the 
country, his endeavours to difengage himfelf from any enemy 
to that Government of any defeription, muft be, as they have 
been, vain and fruitlefs. 

All the enemies of the Britifh Conftitution will cling to 
him, in fpite of his efforts to lliake them off, until their hatred 
of the prefent cftablifliment (hall have been completely fatiated 
in the ruin of the ftate, in the mifery, and perhaps in the blood, 
of all ranks and orders of the people — 


Non mtjfura culcm niji plena cruoris hlrudo,*' 

Lord Mornington contended, from all thefe confiderations, 
that the plan of univerfal fuffrage, connedted with the princi- 
ples of the French revolution, was that which was moft likely 
to be fiibftitutcd in place of the prefent fyftem of reprefentation : 
before he fpoke of thepraftical effefts of fuch a plan, he warned 
the Houfe, that this notion of extending the cleftive franchife 
to every male adult in the kingdom, was by no means the ex* 
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4^6 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

treme limit of the fpeculative principle of right, in which it 
had originated ; on the fame principle is founded a theory in- 
finitely more cxtenfive, and at leaft equally praflicable: 

This curious \heory is to be found in a treatife, entitled. 
The Social Coiitraft,” written by J. J. Roufleau ; a work 
no otherwife worthy of attention, than that it is known to be 
the fountain head from which the principles of the French re- 
volution have been derived. 

The original principle of right on whicli the fyfiem of unj- 
verfal fuffrage rclls, is ufually expreirtd in this propofition. 
No man ought to be bound by laws to which he has not con- 
fented, cither in perfon, or by his reprefentative;/* 

The author of the Social Contradl maintains, that the 
National will or Sovereignty of the people cannot be reprefented 
at all; that every law which has not been ratified by the people 
in perfoHj is null and void in its nature ; that the people of Eng- 
land arc never in a ftate of freedom, excepting wl\cn they arc 
in the very adl of cxcrcifing ih<t clcclive Tranchife; atid that 
they become flaves the moment a general elcfhion is concluded ; 
and finally, that every Government by reprefcntatlon is, in its 
nature, a tyranny, however extended the right of fuifrage may 
be, becaufe the national will, or, in other w'ords, the vote of 
every individual, is not directly confultcd in every a£t of legi- 
llation. 

Having eftablifhed thefe fundamental maxims of his theory, 
the author meets with a practical ditliculty of fomc importance: 
a people confifting entirely of Icgiflators, would not find much 
leifure for any other affairs than thofe of the State. Such a 
nation muft, in the firft inflance, renounce all the arts and im- 
provements of civilized fociety ; it muft renounce every piir- 
fuit of commerce, of trade, andofmaniifafture, together with 
the whole fyftem of political economy in all its branches, by 
means of which, the modern ftaics of the world have been en- 
abled to* rife to public opulence and profperity, and to aug- 
ment and diffufc all the conveniencies of private life. But all 
thefe are deemed by the author to be facrificcs of no moment ; 
— poverty is a republican virtue — and in the opinion of thofe 
who know how to form a- juft eftimate of things, the gain 
would be confiderable to every individual, who fhould exchange 
his induftry, his fkill; his affluence, and his eafe fp/ a portion 
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of the national fovcreignty, the excrcife of which, however 
barren and unprofitable in all other refpeds, is always grate- 
ful to the ruling paflions of vanity and ambition. But thefe 
are not the only obftacles to the inllitution of this incomparable 
republic. It is evident, that w’here the whole people were 
called from hour to hour to the fenate, to difeharge the digni- 
fied duties of legiflation and Government, their domeftic con- 
cernsj and the ordinary labours of agriculture, muft alfo rtand 
ftjll: the ground could not be cultivated ; food could not be 
provided ; and thefe proud and generous republicans, in a ftate 
of perfect freedom, would want the common neceffaries of 
life, and be expofed to all the calamities of indigence and fa- 
mine. 

The author of the Social Contrail fairly confefles, that he 
defpairs of feeing th.efc obftacles furmounted by the degenerate 
citizens of the modern world, in whofe minds, (he fays) the 
genuine ardor of liberty has been utterly extinguiflied by the 
bufy fpirit of commerce, by the defire of gain, and by the 
love of convenience. But in order to fhew that his plan is per- 
fedlly praflicable among wife and virtuous men, he recom- 
mends, with the litmoli: zeal, the admirable expedient, by 
which the ancient republics of Greece contrived to reconcile 
the full enjoyment of natural rights, 'with the poflibility of na- 
tural cxiftcncc. The people of Greece, he fays, tran failed all 
public bufuicfs in pci fon ; they \vcre all allemblcd from morn- 
ing till night in the public forum; they were not greedy of 
gain ; their folc occupation was the care of their liberty ; and 
all the menial offices of their Houfes, and all the labours of the 
field, were performed for them by Haves. 

Here then (Lord Murnington laid} is the only praflicablc ar- 
rangement, by means of which the Correfponding Society can 
be gratiiicd with the fight of that good Government whofe 
cftablillicd maxim it is, that every man ftiould be Ills own Ic- 
ginator.*' Here the petitioners from Derby may fee the rights 
of man carried to the extreme point of perleclioii ; and both 
may learn, that according to their own principles, ftridlly and 
fairly purfued, civil flavery is the only folid bafis of true poli- 
tical liberty. 

This is the natural courfe of all thofc who attempt to raife 
Coiiftiiutioas of Government, on viiioiiarv fpcculations of ab- 

3 M 2 



4si PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

ftraft and indefinite right. They commence their career with 
fome fpecious and plaufiblc theory in view, but in endeavour- 
ing to purfue it, they are continually driven from difficulties in 
praftice to contradiftions in principle, and they find no refting 
place, until they have reached fome monftrous and infurinount- 
able abfurdity : from thence they are compelled to tread back 
their fteps, and to feek the real fubflance of liberty, where 
alone it is to be found, within the juft limits of expediency and 
experience. 

However extravagant and ridiculous the paftage quoted from 
the Social Contraft may appear to the Houfe ; for fuch fpecii- 
lations on the nature of Government, connefted as they necef- 
farily are with the moft profligate maxims of immorality and 
irreligion, J. J. RoufTcau has been canonized by the people of 
France, and is now one of the few faints remaining on their 
calendar. Their admiration of his works, and their reverence 
for his memory, have not been inaSive : they have imitated 
with the utmoft fuccefs his fyftematic difhonefty and his zea- 
lous impiety ; and they have neither been Icfs earneft, nor Icfs 
fuccefsful in eftablifhing his principles of political anarchy on 
the moft permanent foundations, and in fecuring their full ope- 
ration by the moft effeSual provlfions. 

They began by extending the bafis of their new fyftem of 
reprefentation upon abftracl principles of right: their next 
ftep was the admiflion of every male adult to tlic right of vot- 
ing in fome ftage of the elcftion of national deputies ; and 
they are now advancing rapidly to the final completion of thefe 
dodhines, by fubmitting to the diredl interference of every 
individual citizen in every afl: of legiilation and Govern- 
ment. 

In endeavouring, therefore, to form fome notion of the prac- 
tical eflFedls of the plan of univciTal reprefentation, it is impof- 
fible not to advert to the example of France; becaufe in 
France that plan has been reduced to pradlice, and an experi- 
ment adlually has been made of its confequences ; and bccaufe 
the French Government, and their Englifti abettors, have in- 
variably concurred in an anxious wifti for our adoption of that 
plan, as leading inevitably and fpeedily to the fame confe- 
quences in Great Britain. Under fuch circumftances, it is in 
vain that the honourable gentleman who has juft fat dowii^ 
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has laboured to exclude from this debate any reference to the 
fituation and conduft of France, and has rejefted the whole of 
that fubjefl as a Hale and forgotten topic : although queftions 
of great magnitude and importance have engaged the attention 
of the Houfe fince the affairs of France have been the immedi- 
ate fubjefl: of deliberation, the honourable gentleman will find, 
that a topic, leading to fuch ferious reflcftions, and furnifliing 
fuch uieful lelTons, has not been fo foon effaced from the me- 
mory of this Houfe, or of the country : the bufinefs of this day 
mutt revive every paflage of thofc tranfaftions with the moft di- 
reft and forcible application to the prefent queftion. It will 
be prelfed home to the recollcftion and to the feeling of every 
Britilh fubjeft, that a change in the exitting Government (the 
avowed obje£l of this motion) was the great revolutionary ma- 
chine, by the working of which, our enemies trufted to have 
reduced this happy people to the level of their own miferable 
condition. 

Conimemoratio illius fcelerls intcrmijja efiy non memonade^ 
letrty dum genus hominumy attm popuU Romani mmen exjiabity 
(quod quidem erity ft per ilks licuerity Jempiternum) ilia pejiifera 
inter cefio mminabitur.'* 

While the independent rights of nations, while the order of 
civil fociety fliall be held dear and valuable among mankind ; 
while the genius and fpirit of the Britifh conttitution (hall en- 
dure, (and long will they endure, unlefs deftroyed by fomc 
rafh and vain projefl: of pretended reformation) that pernicious 
attempt of a foreign Power to interfere between the Govern- 
ment and the People, and, by that interference, to fubvert at 
one blow all the bulwarks of our domettic happinefs, and of 
our external ftrength, fliall never be forgotten : it (hall be re- 
membered with the juft fenfe of abhorrence and indignation 
which mutt ever attend the memory of that execrable defign, 
and with the gratitude due to the united wifdom and loyalty of 
the Britifh people, by which that execrable defign was difap- 
pointed of its eftefts : recollcdling as tvell the nature of our re- 
cent danger, as the means of our happy deliverance, we fhall 
bett repay our debt of gratitude to the people, by endeavouring 
to preferve entire that Government, which is the'deferved ob- 
jeft of their affcdlion, and by cultivating in their minds a ra- 
tional eftimation of its excellence and value. With this view. 
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Lord Mornington faid, he had already enumerated the pradical 
advantages of our prefent fituation ; with the fame view, he 
meant to contrail thofe advantages with the praflical efFeSs of 
that plan of reprefentation, which, he had (hewn, we mull 
expc£l, if we confented to a change; and he hoped to prove 
the miferable error of thofe who imagine, that by infufing a 
greater portion of the fpirit of democracy into the frame of 
Parliament, they are likely to give additional fecurity to the 
good, of which they cannot deny the exiftence, or to provide 
againll any one of the evils on which they ground their com- 
plaints. What has been the operation of the fyftem of uni- 
verfal fulFrage in France, upon the fecurity of life, of liberty, 
and of property ? 

It feems to be the only obje£l of their criminal laws, to afflift 
and to dellroy every individual who can, by any means, be 
brought within their reach. Indefinite and conftru£live crimes, 
fummary modes of trial, arbitrary convidlions, and difpro- 
portioned punilhments, are the leading features of that fan- 
guinary code : at an early period of the revolution, the very 
principle of mercy was formally extinguifhed in their judicial 
proceedings : in place of the gracious mercy of the Crown, 
the populace have alfumed the exercife of a new fpecics of ap- 
pellate jurifdiclion, in cafes of life and death ; if, by accident, 
an unpopular criminal has the fortune to cfcapc the feverity of 
the law, the proceeding is reverfed by the mob ; the judges are 
compelled to return to the feat of judgement, and, under the 
terrors of aflaffinalion, to arraign a fecond time, for the fame 
crime, the perfon who has been already legally acquitted by 
the judgement of the fame tribunal, for it is now a received 
and applauded maxim of that democratic Government, that 
the vengeance of the people ought to fupply the wcaknejs of 
the penal laws.” 

In fliort, no tyranny was ever fufFered by mankind, in 
which fo little account was taken of the efFufion of human 
blood. 

That which is called liberty, by a grofs abufc of the 
term, is nothing better than a ftatc of general diforder and 
confufion, accompanied with the moft frequent and outrageous 
violations of perfonal freedom. It is, indeed^ true, that the 
reilraints of law and of authority have no loogei; any fonect. 
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and that no obligation remains to bind men to the dlfcharge of 
any duty, moral, civil, or religious: but as every individual is 
equally free from thefe irkfome reftraints and duties, it is be- 
come the intereft of every man to feize the firft opportunity of 
violating the rights of his neighbour, and no man can poilelf 
any kind of fecurity for his own. 

The whole revolution was originally founded on the ruins 
of the right of property. Property is therefore rejefted^ 
Vith fcorn and indignation from the Conftitution of the 
Legiflature. So far from being refpeded as a faclred right, 
it is publicly held up to the detellaiion of mankind, as an 
odious ufurpation on the rights of nature. All feds and 
fadions feem to have agreed, that it fhould be treated by 
the Legiflature, by all the conflituted authorities of the re- 
public, and by the wdiolc body of the people, as a common 
prey, and a common objed of pcrfecution. 

The natural reiiilt of thefe diforders has been to realize al- 
moft all the inconveniences of the imaginary republic of J. 
J. RoufTcau; to fufpend trade and induftry, to render the an- 
nual fupply of produdive labour inadequate to the fuftenance 
of the people, and to fubjed them to the moft urgent dittrefs, 
from the fcarcity of provifions, and of other articles of ordi- 
nary confumption. 

The coliedive opulence of the date is utterly ruined, and 
W'ith it, all the permanent fourccs of public drength : but 
in the fird moments of this convulhon, while the preffure 
of poverty and famine renders \var the ncccflary policy of 
the Government, the fame caufe furnidies the means of carry- 
ing on hodilities ; armies fpring from the very calamities of the 
country ; and the date is at once enabled and compelled to fend 
forth innumerable multitudes to the war, who can find neither 
employment nor bread at home. Here the Houfe may obferve 
whether the new dodrines of Government tend to prevent or 
alleviate the great evils of war, debt, and taxes. It has been 
faid in this Houfe, that war is the palfion of States j*' it 
blight have been added, that it fs more cfpecially the ruling 
paflion of thofe dates, in w hofe conditution the fpii it of demo- 
cracy is predominant ; in all times, fuch dates have been moft 
infeded with the vanity of conqued, and mod liable to the 
impulfc of irregular ambition : 
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But under the principles of univerfal reprefentation, the Go* 
vcrninent of France has far furpafled every example of thofe 
inordinate paflions, which appears in hillory. 

Without any other ncccffity than that which arofe from 
their own internal fituatioii, and which muft be attributed to 
the vice of their new Conllluulon, the French have involved 
all Europe in a general war. They have deduced the pretences 
of that war by a moll lingular train of rcafoning from the 
principles of their own Government. * 

Their firft propofnion was, that the fovercignty of every na- 
tion refided clVentially In tiic people at large of that nation. — 
From thence they drew a moil extraordinary inference, that, 
for the prefcnt, the people of France were the only legitimate 
reprcfenlativcs of all the nations in the world ; and therefore, 
during their temporary cxercife of the aifumed fovereignty of 
the Univerfe, every (lovernnient founded on principles not cx- 
a£lly conformable to thofe of the French Republic, miifl be 
treated by France as an tifurpation and a tyranny, and the 
people who fiibmittcd to it inufl be conlidered as rebels and 
traitors. On thefe grounds, they declared war againd all the 
Governments on earth, in the name and on the behalf of all 
mankind ; and they pubiifhcd their refolution of reducing to a 
(late of perfect freedom, by force of arms, every refraftory 
people, who flioiild dare to chcrith a fentiment of gratitude, 
veneration, or atreclion for tlieir ancient inftiiutions, or of al- 
legiance for their lawful Prince. 

Tl)c pride, the honour, and the intcreft of every State in 
Europe were thus w^antonly challenged to defend their indepen- 
dent rights of internal fovereignty ; and the confeqiience has 
been, that France is now attacked on all Tides by almoll every 
Power, either naval or military, in Europe. 

This indance proves, that the admillion of every male adult 
in the realm to a voice in the tledlion of the Legiflature, is not 
a certain and infallible mode of edablilhing a pacific fyftem of 
foreign politics. 

With refpeft to debt, the enormous expence ofthisitn-* 
provident and unjudifiable war exceeds all bounds of cal- 
culation ; it has feldom faljen fliort of ten millions dcrling 
in each month fincc the coinnienccmem of hodilities> and it 
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muft incr^afe with the increafing force of the enemyi and pai> 
ticularly fince the accefCon of the maritime powers. In addi« 
tion to this ruinous fource of expence, the augmentation of tbn 
ordinary eftablifliments, the mifmanagement of the revenues^ 
and the unbounded peculation pra£tifed in every department of 
the Adminiftration, have caufed fuch a wade of public moneys 
as furpafles infinitely the eSc&s of the united extravagance and 
corruption of all the mod prodigal Monarchs that ever fat on 
the throne of France, and of all the mod profligate Minidera 
by whom thofe Monarchs were governed or deceived. 

With refpeft to taxes, it mud be admitted, that the French 
Government has publicly abjured all taxes whatever, together 
with loans, and every collateral branch of the fydem of finance# 
But what has been fubdituted in their place ? It has been de- 
clared, that the only refources fit to fudain the dignity of a free 
and fovereign people, are domedic confifeation, and foreign 
plunder : a fcheme of revenue calculated to perpetuate difeord 
and mifery at home, and war abroad. The legitimate and re- 
gular fources of public revenue are not unconnefted with the 
eafe and affluence of the people ; they are fought in the fii« 
perabundant profits of labour, of (kill, and of enterprize, or 
in the fuperfluiiies of luxury and wealth. But the new rc« 
fources are drawn from the exile and ruin of all the great 
landed proprietors, whofe property is confifeated, becaufe they 
will not expofe their lives, by returning to a country, which 
has been rendered uninhabitable to all moderate ^nd honed 
men. This is the reformed plan of finance which we are to 
expeS, under the new Government in Great Britain. Its 
operation is plain and fimple ; taxes will no longer be levied 
according to thofe intricate and complicated regulations, which 
are now fo embarrafling both to thofe who colleA, and to thofe 
who pay. The land itfelf will be diredlly confifeated, and the 
landed intered will be utterly extirpated. The tree itfelf will 
be cut down, as the mofteafy and expeditious way of gathering 
its fruit. 

Such are the prafileal effeSs of univerfal reprefentation in 
France. To afbribe all thefe effefts either to the peculiar 
charadler of that people, or to their unfitnefs to receive the 
bleiTings of liberty, from thehr long habits of flavery, would 
VoL.XXXV. 3N 
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be to deny to oiirfelves the ufe of a moflr Inftruftive and fain* 
tary leflbn. Making a reafonable allowance for all the pecu- 
liar cifCttmftances of their cafe, it will be found, that the fe- 
vered fufierings and the mod atrocious crimes of that unfor- 
tunate people^ are the genuine and legitimate offspring of the 
erroneous and fatal principles of Government, on which they 
have founded their reformed Conditution. The malignancy 
of thofe principles is fo adive and powerful, that no nation on 
earth could long withdand their operation : and it would be 
the greated degree of arrogance to exped, that even the peo- 
ple of Great Britain could maintain their character of wifdom, 
judice, or humanity, under a total relaxation of thofe redraints 
of order, which the nature of human infirmity renders no lefs 
eflential to the prefervation of every moral quality, than of 
every civil advantage. 

The refult of all thefe confiderations is. That the benefits 
adually enjoyed by the nation are invaluable; that no proof 
'either has been, or can be, edabliflied of their being uncon- 
l^eded with the prefent Conditution of Parliament ; and that 
there is the dronged prefumption of an intimate connexion 
fubfiding between them ; That in comparifon with thefe bene- 
fits, the grievances alledged are trivial and infignificant; and 
that they can in no degree be imputed to the alledged defeds 
in the reprefentation ; and above all. That the Conditution 
likely to be given to us in exchange for what we now poffefs, 
fo far from fecuring any one pradical good, or alleviating any 
alledged or pradical evil, would utterly fubvert every founda- 
tion of our prefent happinefs and profperity; would aggravate 
every evil of which any man now can complain ; and introduce 
many others of infinitely greater magnitude, and of far more 
mifehievous confequences. 

For thefe reafons, the public good requires, that no altera- 
tion fhould be made in the exiding frame of Parliament. 

Mr. WHITBREAD faid — Sir, the noble Lord who has 
jud fat down, has pronounced a very warm panegyric on the 
Britidi conditution ; he has very ably argued the three quedi- 
ons which he has fubmitted to the confideration of theHoufe ; 
but he has not treated with great faimefs fome of the datements 
made by my honourable friend ; and I feel myfelf under the 
neceflity of difputing fome of the conclufions to which he has 
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come, upon the grounds v^hich himfelf has advanced. What^ 
ever ftatement of confequences my honourable friend may have 
made, as involved in the dileuffion of the queiUon before youg 
the lame confequences were equally involved at every time 
when the propofition has been made. There is no novelty in 
the matter ; and if a change of Government is now to enfue 
from a reform of the reprefentation, a change of Government 
would equally have been the refult of fuccefs at every one of the 
nnmerous periods when it has been agitated in this Houfe. fiut 
the noble Lord has taken fome pains to confound things which 
i hold to be perfe£Uy diftinQ ; namely, the Government and the 
Conjlitution of the country. To preferve, and not to fubvert, is 
our aim ; and with that view we with to reform a part of the 
Admintfiration of the Conilitution. This only can be meant 
by my honourable friend, when he candidly dates to you, that 
if he fucceeds in perfuading the Houfe to adopt his motion, it 
leads to a change of the Government. Bur, Sir, I would put 
it to the noble Lord, and to all thofe gentlemen who have fpo* 
ken on the fame fide of the queftion, and who come under the 
defeription given by an honourable Member lad night, of thole 
to whom no time nor mode would reconcile the quedion of 
parliamentary reform,” whether it is not their bounden duty to 
enter the inquiry propofed by my honourable friend ? I take it 
for granted they will not deny the exidence of a very numerous 
body, difeontented with the prefent date of the reprefentation. 
Would it not be well to give fatisfaflion to thofe perfons i If 
we go into a Committee, and find, on inquiry, that the com- 
plaints dated in the petitions are unfounded, there will be an 
end of the bufinefs. But if the grievances are found to be real, 
then a remedy ought indantly to be applied. It is a quedion 
which ought to be at red ; and it can only be fo after a folemn 
and deliberate invedigation of its merits. I would put it to 
my right honourable friend, (Mr. Windham) who, in the 
cotirfe of lad night's debate, conddered the mover of this pro- 
pofition as a mere point in a vad fydem which pervades all Eu- 
rope ; and the motion as only a driblet from a great fource of 
anarchy and confufion, alTiiming parliamentary reform as a 
pretext, but the real obje£l of wKich is to dedroy all edablilhed 
conditution ; and who has faid, that thefe opinions, if fairly 
and early *met, are capable of refutation ^ nay, that he would 
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cionfent to be called ** the baby of a girl,” if he did not deAroy 
and crufli, wherever he could have an opportunity of meeting 
them ; but that if fuffered to grow up, they would become fo 
formidable, as not to be conquered by any human ability,— 
Would it not, I fay, be confiAent with the manlinefs of con- 
dud);, with the talents of my right honourable friend, wi th the 
fenfe of the danger he profelTes of fuffering thefe opinions to go 
uncontroverted, to put himfetf in a fituation where he might 
have an opportunity of fully difcuAing them ; of confuting and 
fuppreAing that which he holds to be deAr^dive to the well be- 
ing of fociety ? Sir, upon his own arguments, he ought to 
vote with us for going into a Committee. But, Sir, is it a 
fa£i, that my honourable friend has propofed to you any novel 
or fpeculative opinions ? Diredlly the reverfe. He has placed 
upon your table a petition, complaining of grievances, of the 
exiAence of which the petitioners deem themfelves competent 
judges. It is propofed to this Houfe to go into an inveAiga- 
tion of their complaints, and to adminiAcr fuch relief as to 
their wifdom Aiall feem meet. The whale is conAitutionally 
before you. But the petition is fomewhat unufual, from the 
mode in which it is drawn. It goes into a detail of fadls, 
fome of which are diredUy in the teeth of certain refolutions 
entered on your journals. The refolution and petition cannot 
both remain. The petition Aates, that the underfigned are 
ready to prove that Peers have a pofitive nomination of Members 
teferve in this Houfe. We annually refolve,‘‘ That it is a high 
infringement upon the liberties and privileges of the Commons of 
Great Britain^ for any Lord of Parliament to concern himfelf 
in the eleSlion of Members to ferve in the Commons Houfe of Par^ 
liamentJ** What is the courfe then to be purfued ? You mu A 
cither refeind your refolution, or expunge the petition from 
your journals. You cannot aft with dignity and honour in any 
other way. The allegations in the petition are cither true, or 
they arc not. If true, a remedy ought to be fought for and 
applied. If they arc not true, the perfons who have figned that 
petition are guilty of a grofs libel, and deferve punifliment. 
Extricate yourfelves from the dilemma ! ! 

In contradiftion to the ailertion fo repeatedly made by my 
right honourable friend, but which the power of his abilities 
%ill not be able to maintain, I take upon me to fays that 
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taphyfical opinions have never, in any in (lance, produced a re- 
volution. The engine with which' Providence h^s thought lit 
to operate thefe mighty events, has been of a different defcrip- 
tion ; the feelings of the governed^ rendered defperate by the grind 
ing opprejpon of their governors ; and there is no faying more 
ftriftly true than this, that Times make men, but men never 
make the times.” What brought about that great event the 
^efonhation ? Not the theories or fpeculations of philofophers, 
but the impolitic avarice and injuttice of the Church of Rome. 
What brought about the catallrophe of Charles the Firft r — 
what the revolution in this country r — The oppreflTions of the 
executive Government. To the fame caufc America owes her 
freedom. Laftly, what brought about the revolution in France r 
The mifery of the people ; the pride, injnftice, avarice, and 
cruelty of the Court. The great characters wiio have acted in 
ihcfe different feenes, have had but little power to produce 
them. Luther, Cromwell, or Waflnngton, the illullrious 
perfons who appeared at the xra of the Engli(h revolution, or 
the wdld vifionaries of France, could never have perfuaclcd the 
people to rife, unafliffcd by their own miferies and the ufiirp- 
ations of pow^r. When the feelings of men areroufed by in- 
jury, then they attempt innovation ; then the dodlrines of cn- 
thiifiafts find ready acce: fs to their minds. I'he people are al- 
ways long fuffering ; and unlefs they arc moll grofsly abnfed, 
no apprehenfions are to be entertained from any fpeculatlvc 
opinion upon Government. But, Sir, in defending my ho- 
nourable friend and myfclf trom the imputation of being. ihco« 
retical innovators, I mull: take notice ox one thcbri/l who has 
appeared in the courfe of this debate ; I mean the honourable 
gentleman (Mr. Jenkinfon) v/ho immcdi.'iicly followed my ho- 
nourable friend laft night. He gave us an accoiuit of a l loufe 
of Commons formed after his own imagination, in which all 
the different interefts of the kingdom would be indeed m(?ll ac- 
curately and nicely balanced \ but the tcxtur«: was iVici) as n.evcr 
^kl, nor ever would cxiil. One Member iik?:c tlj.in he has 
appropriated to either of the clalfcs of army, i.avy, commer- 
cial, legal or landed interdl, would dcitroy il-c wlioie of his 
chimerical fyftem. One other notable expcdicitt the honour- 
able gentleman has fallen upon — ihat of letiling who the eleiifcd 
* fliould be, before he went in learch ol the ckdors. With all 
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deference, I fliould conceive that, having nominated the repre- 
fratatives, it would be a matter of fmall importance whofhould 
perform the farce of returning them. That honourable gen- 
tleman has alfo exprciTed his prediledion for what is ufually 
called the rotten part of the conftitution, (the fmall boroughs) 
becaufe they fiirnilh us with Members of didinguifhed ability, 
(fuch as the prefent Chancellor of the Exchequer) who would 
not, from the expence, have had it in their power to conteft, 
any popular eleSion. The obfervation is not new ; but *the 
anfwer to it is plain ; if eledlions were conduced in the man- 
ner in which they ought to be, the reprefentation would be ac- 
ceilible at all places to perfons of moderate fortune ; whereas 
it is now impoflible, ufually fpeaking, for the younger branches 
of families to Hand conteded eleAions ; and the people are de- 
prived of men of ability for their reprefentatives. But I will 
take a definition of what a Houfe of Commons ought to be, 
from a Tory writer, (Dean Swift), in oppofltion to the Houfe 
of Commons deferibed to us by the honourable gentleman. 
Speaking of the conftitutiort of this country, that writer fays. 
The other part of the Parliament confifts of an Affembly, 
called the Houfe of Commons, who are all principal gentlemen, 
freely picked and culled out by the people themfelves for their 
great abilities and love of their country, to reprefent the wifdom 
of the w'hole nation.*' This is the Houfe of Commons I wifli 
to fee ; this is the choice I wifti to be reftored to the people. 
The honourable gentleman has alfo faid, that many boroughs 
have been thrown open fince the palling of Mr. Grenville’s aft. 
Have the people been advantaged by the decifions under that 
aft ? I believe that nine- tenths of the Committees employed 
in difcufiing controverted rights of eleftions, have not fettled 
any thing that can tend to the good of the people ; that it is 
wholly out of their power. They may, indeed, have decided 
wlietiier fuch a Lord, or fuch a great Commoner, have got 
the reprefentation of a certain borough into their hands, or 
whether it is to be divided between them, and each to fend a 
Member to this Houfe. Or by the right of voting being en- 
larged, it may become a matter of doubt whether the interefts 
of the proprietor may not be endangered by the oppofltion of 
fome wealthy Nabob. — [A cry of ** Order !**J — Sir, am I too 
free in what I am faying ? Am 1 afting againft^our orders ? 
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It may be fo ; but if thefe things fliould meet your eSir upon 
the very fteps of this Houfe, as you defcend from the chair^ can 
you contradi A them i Sir, you cannot. / do know, and the 
petitioners who have figned the petition now upon your table 
are ready to prove, that many Members are nominated by indi- 
viduals to ferve in this Houfe. Refute the charge ! We can- 
not. Apply the remedy ! We will not confent to that. Then 
|it lead tell the people of England, We have invedigated your 
datement, and we find it to be true ; but we can prove to you 
that the country is as well governed, and that things go on 
as well now, as they would do if the reprefentation were re- 
formed. 

The noble Lord dated as an indance of the vigour of the 
conditution, as now adminidered, in the vad increafe of our 
commerce within the period fince the American war. Of the 
influence of the Crown upon this Houfe, by means of the re- 
venue raifed upon that commerce, we complain, as dedru&ive 
to the conditution. He has alfo afked, with a degree of triumph, 
at what time did the grievance of the national debt originate ? 
Sir, the time of its origin matters not : if, when the conditu- 
tion was planted at the Revolution, was alfo planted that^ 
which in time was to operate its dedruflion, W'e are not to 
confecrate the e^il from a fuperditious regard to the moment 
of its birth ; but we are to take precautions to prevent its 
Arangling the fit and legitimate objed of our veneration. 

Some notice has been taken (by way of diferediting the pe- 
titions) of the names by which they are figned \ and the name 
of Mr. Hardy, who, by the way, has not fubferibed the peti- 
tion more immediately in quedion, has been particularly men- 
tioned, with an allufion to his condudl during the lad dimmer. 
This 1 take to be wholly unparliamentary and irregular. I do 
not (land up in defence of the propriety of Mr. Hardy’s con- 
du£l ; but if he has in any manner offended againd the laws 
of his country, His Majedy’s fervants arc refponnble for not 
having put the laws in execution againd him. But whatever 
may have been his condu£l out of this Houfe, he appears be- 
fore us in a manner preferibed and authorifed by the conditu- 
tion ; complaining of grievances ; and to his complaint we are 
as much bound to pay attention as to the complaint of any other 
of His Majedy’s fubjeds whatever. 

2 
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Infinuations have been thrown out againft the AiTociation of 
the Friends of the People^ to which I have the honour to belong. 
All I (hall fay upon that fubjeft is, that we formed ourfelves 
into a focieiy, on principles truly Conftitutional ; that we in 
no one inftance have deviated from the precife objeft of our 
inflitution ; that we have been led adray by no change of cir- 
cumftances ; that we have formed no connexions incompatible 
with our declarations ; and that we have proceeded to the end^ 
we have in view wdth intrepid moderation.** This, Sir» 
is an expredion contained in one of our publications which the 
noble Lord has attempted to ridicule^ but are intrepidity and 
moderation, infaX, incongruous? The reverfe is, I believe, 
the cafe; and that if ever we meet with true intrepidity of 
charaXer, w^e fliall find it conneXed wuth moderation. I 
truft arid hope the people of this country will always be naode- 
r^ite in demanding their rights; at the fame time, I (hould 
think our national charaXer much degenerated, if they were 
not aflerted with intrepidity. 

The noble Lord lias accufed us of coalefcing with perfons, 
with whom we had formerly declared we would hold no in- 
tercourfe, their views being incompatible with thofe wc enter- 
tained; I mean the Members of the Conftitutional Society. 
The fliort anfwer to that accufation is, that w^e have formed no 
filch coalition. But I underftand the fociety for the preferva- 
tion of the liberty of the prefs to be pointed at — a fociety totally 
unepnneXed with the Friends of the People. Sir, at a time 
when affociations were forming in every part of the kingdom, 
upon what I (hall always deem the mod iinconftitutional prin- 
ciple, that of ftrengthening the hands of the executive Power ; 
(for if the law has not made the hand of power ftrong enough, 
by the law it ought to be ftrengthened, and force ca.n nevef be 
given to it in any other way, but by a furrender of fomc of the 
privileges of the people) the operation of thefe bodies appeared 
fo pernicious, that it was thought expedient to aflbeiate to fup- 
port the liberty of the prefs, which feemed to be principally 
in danger ; and I have the pleafure to think that in ftenuning 
this tide we have not been wholly unfuccefsful. To thefe 
meetings feme of the perlbns alluded t6 certainly came ; but 
liad the noble Lord received a faithful report of our proceed- 
ingS|^ he would have found, that no coalition bad taken placet 
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between thofe perfoiis and the Friends of the People ; thal^ 
oh the contrary, if any difpofition has been manifefted to devi** 
ate from the juil limit of the Conftitution, it has been con* 
fiantly and fuccefsfully refifted 1>y my honourable friends around 
me. 

I cannot but confider it as a bad omen, that the appellation by 
which the fociety to which I belong is diftinguiftied, The 
Friends of the' People,” Ihould, when mentioned in this 
Hoyle, be always received with a fneer. It appears', that 
gentlemen confider it as a term of reproach. Certainly, no 
reproach ought to attach upon the term ; and I truft that as 
long as 1 have an exiflence as a Member of this Houfe, and 
during the whole of my natural exigence, I (hall always be 
found a friend of the people, and a defender of their juft and 
conftitutional rights. 

I fliall beg leave to touch upon one other topic which has 
been ftrongly infifted upon, in the courfe of this debate, that 
the Houfe of Commons ought to have an intereft diftin 61 from 
that of their conftituents ; and as a correflive to this monftrous 
do£lrine, it is faid, that whenever the people fpeak, their 
voice is heard and attended to. Sir, I maintain that there 
ought to be an identity of intereft between the people and their 
reprefentatives ; nor can I conceive any thing more deftruSive 
to the true principles of the Cunftitution, than thofe fudden 
impulfes which arc at times given to the deliberations of this 
Houfe by the expreffion of the popular will. We are thus 
not unfrequently betrayed into fituations inconfiftent with our 
dignity ; we are thus driven to refolutions dire£Uy at variance 
with each other. 1 will inftance to you the cafe of the two 
laft years. In 1791, this Houfe came to a vote, virtually de- 
.daring, that it was eifential to the balance of Europe that Oc^ 
zakow fhould remain in the hands of the Turks. In 1792, 
they voted the converfe of that proportion. This could never 
have happened, were the Houfe of Commons properly ele6t^^, 
and for ftiort periods. Another bad effed aridng from this 
momentary attention to the wifli of the people, is, that when 
the people relax in their efforts, the Houfe becomes fupine. 
We have an example of this in the cafe of the Have trade. 
What produced the majority upon that fubjed in the laft year ? 

, The voice of the people. Why has the queftion failed in this 
VoL. XXXV. 3 O 
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Mbihf fiediaft the tialnds^ the pe<^ heve been Averted 
from the ^ueftiOBi theyhtve aot peilffied in thekdeminde. 

'Tliie Honfe of CaDonKtns wek^thteif^ to be ete&ed h]r, uid 
tonft fory dtepebirfe, and notio be influenced every popu> 
bir guft, which might fan£tion an imputation of its Members 
nttt being in die habituSl difeharge of their duty. 

An honourable Baronet over agidnft me, (Sir WilUatO 
Young) has laid that ftis country has become fo cormpr, 
dirtnigh her commerce, that comiption is necellaiy to its «Go- 
veraimelit. To this I will reply, in the words of a celebrated 
proteil, ufually aferibed to a right honourable Member of this 
%oufe, (Mr. Burke), ** If it is meant to infinuate that cor* 
ruplion is neceflk^ toGoremment, I Ihall leave that principle 
to confute itfelf by its own apparent iniquity." If it bead> 
mitted that corruption is one of the fprings of Government, if 
w^ are come to this mod deplorable pafs, that corruption is fo 
interwoven with every part of the community of this country, 
dat nothing proceeds but by its influence, wq are much nearer 
to flrnie awful crifis than I am willing to imagine. On this 
fyAem, things may proceed for a time, but they will come to 
a fiadden and tremendous termination. 

And now. Sir, with permiflion of the Houle, I will fay » 
few wmds upon the time in which this motion is brought be- 
fere you. Any objedion upon that Icore, unlcfs forewarned,. 
I flioiitd not have expeded from the right honourable gentle- 
flaSn over againft me (Mr. ^tt) ; for he has propofed the fub* 
|ed of parliamentary reform to this Houfe under almoft every 
variety .of circumftance. But the time at which my honour* 
able friend gave notice of his motion in the laft year, did not 
appsw M the Chancellor of Aq Exchequer to be fitting for die 
aj^tion of the queflion, altfwugh we were then at peace, and 
iiSd a profped of its continuance for fifteen years, becaufe them 
exiferd a fpirkof fetUtion and difeontent in the country. How 
Ad tWi event anfwer to that aflertion? The people, when 
called upon from one end of the nation to- the otim, exprefled 
Aeir loyiaity, fo as to difprove in the fulled manner every ai^ 
perlion that had been tittown upon them by Government. The 
objedion was not rtdid omthat ground ; tet now we are adu* 
^ally at war, and therefore die time is improper. My opimon 
upon the fubjed of time is Ihortly tlus — that from the fludu*. 
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ation of Imm^n events, efpeciaify in this eveht&l sera, 
it vronld be afoioft impolfible to bq^in and perjbft a trork of fiasH 
magnitude, under drcomftabtees precifely bq^inata^ 

in peace, we might end in war ; and as we now pfopofe to yon 
to confider it4n time of war, I truft, even in cafe of its fpcpdy 
termination, that it would be concluded in peace. 

No time can be improper for doing what is right ; but ihav 
Iff all others will appear fp me te he the bejl^ in which the phje& m 
ihe moji likely to be obtained^ But let us confider the argument 
of time, with a reference to the confiftency of our opponents* 
A right honourable gentleman (Mr* Dundas,) on whofe ac^ 
count the anti-reformers have, I hope, held a jubilee, becaufe 
there is more joy in Heaven over one that repents than over 
ninety juft, has thought proper to accede in this feffion to a 
Committee to inquire into the government of the Royal burghs 
in Scotland, which had a view certainly to the reprefentation 
of that country. In Ireland, which, it will not be tmpiroper . 
to fay, is very materially influenced by Engliih Councils, the 
Parliament have thought proper to take the ftatc of their re-^ 
prefentation into confideration. In Scotland and Ireland, 
then, there is no impropriety in the agitation of this quefeioa 
at this particular crifis. In England there is. Wbencearifes 
this diiFcrence ? Sir, I will tell you. The people of Scot* 
land had been tampered with rather too long, and the Secreitary 
of State, in his laft vifit to that country, may have feen the 
neceflity of attending to their complaints* The people $f Ire-^ 
land were determined to be lijiened to. In England, the peqdc 
are not fufliciently roufed upon the fubjedl to appear fonmda«>' 
ble to thofe in power. Whenever they are, whether it be peace 
or war, the time \vill and muft appear proper. It is the part 
of wife men, however, to concede in treafon* I have nojob* 
jedion to the example of France being prefled upon us, to 
prevent our running into the wild exceffes which have di^iac* 
ed that country. 

But let us take the whole queftion into our confideration at 
once ; and when we behold with horror and difmay the atro* 
cious a6ls which have been perpetn(ted under the pame of 
berty, let us not forget the preceding defpojufm which gene* 
rated thofe crimes* I#et us learn from the txntnfkt of the okl 
'Government in France, to give way to the people in time ; to 
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grant them their rights. Such are the .only means tofave our« 
felves from the horrors of anarchy. It has been the infatuation 
of all governments, from the beginning of the world, to turn 
a deaf car to the complaints of the people ; to opprefs them till 
they become dcfperate : when they are roufed to a furious 
fcnfe of their wrongs, then you are willing to make unlimited 
conceflions ; but it is then too late ; the bonds of focicty are 
diifolved, and you muft take the confequences of your own ob-? 
llinacy and blindnefs. It is ye/, I truft, time to give hdalth 
and vigour to our Conftitution ; but a much longer delay may 
be produftiveof confequences upon which I tremble to refleft. 
Therefore it is I would earneftly entreat this Houfe to go into 
an inveftigation of the fads contained in the petition which 
has been prefented by my honourable friend, and to apply a 
remedy to the grievances of which it complains. 

I confefs, however, that I can be but little anxious about 
the fate of the queftion immediately before you, becaufc, from 
the experience which I have of the influence poffefled by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on all the deliberations of this 
Houfe, and from a knowledge of his oppofition, any hope of 
fuccefs is entirely out of the queftion. [_A general cry of Orderly 
Sir, faid Mr. Whitbread, what I have faid m^y here be difor- 
derly ; but without your doors it is true ; and from my know- 
ledge of that truth, I repeat that I entertain little anxiety on 
the fate of the prefent queftion : but I believe in the prediflion 
of the late Earl of Chatham, who, in a prophetic fpirit, has 
declared, that before the clofc of this century, an amendment 
would be made in the reprefentalion. Whether we will or not, 
the thing will be done ; and it would be policy, as well as juf- 
tice, to anticipate the demands of the people. Neither my 
honourable friend, who has made you this motion, nor I, nor 
any of thofe gentlemen with whom I have the honour to aS, 
have any intention to infringe on the prerogatives of the Crown, 
or to encroach on the ariftocratical part of the Conftitution ; 
we wifli only to reftore to the democracy that power which it 
ought to poflefs. 

To conclude all I hav? to fay on the fubjeft, in the words 
of a celebrated proteft, to which I before made fome allufion, 

That this motion is intended to diminifti the conftitutional 
gdwer*of the Crown, we deny. The conftitutional povyer pf 
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the Crown we are no lefs folicitous to preferve, than we are to 
diminifh its unconftitutional influence.” 

^ ** It has been argued, that this is ngt a proper time for re« 
formation, when all the attention of the kingdom fliould be 
employed upon the war, as the great and only objed in the 
prefent time of diflrefs •; to which we beg leave to infift, that 
the prefent is, for that very reafon, the properefl time, bec^ufo 
nothing is fo eflential to the condu£): and profecution of the 
w&r, as the frugal management of that fupply by which only 
it can be carried on with any profpedl of fuccefs ; and from 
the hiftory of this, as well as other countries, times of neeef- 
fity have been always times of reform.” 

Mr. ANSTRUTHER faid, he did not know whether to 
condemn moft, the manner in which the fubjeft was brought 
forward, the time of its introdudlion, or the fubjeft matter 
itfelf. With refpeft to the manner of its being brought for- 
ward, he thought it improper to introduce fuch a general mo- 
tion as that of referring the petition to a Committee, inflead 
of dating a fpecific plan upon which men might judge for 
themfelves ; the confeqifence of the prefent mode would be 
that of increafing the general expedation and agitation, by 
leaving it open to every man to fuggeft that plan which was 
the moft agreeable to his own imagination. The time appear- 
ed to be equally ill chofen, when the country was engaged in a 
war, and after attempts had been made to agitate the minds of 
men by the propagation of principles incompatible with the 
cxiftence of any Government. And, laftly, with refpefl: to 
the fubjeft of the petition itfelf, he thought it equally inde- 
fenfible ; the objeft of it, as far as he was able to comprehend 
it, was to obtain a right of univerfaL reprefentation, an idea 
fo wild and extravagant, that he was aftoniftied how gentlemen 
could ferioufly propofe it. He admitted that no gentleman in 
that Houfe had advanced fuch an opinion ; but they talked of 
making one uniform ftale of reprefentation throughout the 
kingdom, and of reftoring it to its original conftitutioned bafis. 
He wiftied gentlemen would point out the period ot the Eng- 
lifh hiftory, when the reprefentation of the people was accord- 
ing to their opinion in its purity.* The ftate of' reprefentation 
had remained nearly the fame ever fince the revolution ; and 
bad as itVas reprefented to be, it was the envy of Europe; 
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auid under it, nptwithftanding the many expenflve and bloody 
wars in which we had been engaged, this country had rifen to 
a ftate of wealth and profperity unknown to any country not 
alloying the benefits of fuch a Conilitution. In England the 
perfonal liberty and fecurity of property were carefully pro- 
vided for, and that was what the advocates for reform pretended 
to have in view ; but that Houfe would take care how they fa- 
crificed the folid bleilings which we enjoy for the precarious 
poffibility of greater advantages by a change. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, I am anxious to deliver my 
opinion before, from the latenefs of the hour, and the length 
to which the difeuflion has been carried, the attention of the 
Houfe (hall be exhaulted. In the prefent (late of the debate, 
it is almoft impodible for me to fpeak on the fubjedl without 
lecurring to points which have already been mentioned. I 
foel more particularly anxious, on account of the (hare which 
I have had in agitating the queftion of a Parliamentary Reform, 
to (late fully and diftindiy the reafons which induce me to refift 
the motion which is now brought forward. The queftion at 
the prefent time involves the fate of all thofe who have hitherto 
been fo long protefted by the BritKh Conftifution ; nay, it 
involves the fundamental principles of every (bcicty and form 
of Government. But firft I (hall beg leave to remind the 
Houfe of the grounds upon which I oppofed the notice of a 
Parliamentary Reform, when brough^ forward laft feflion. 
The opinion which I then entertained is confirmed by what 
has fincc occurred, and has even received ftrength from the 
petition now on the table, and the motion before the Houfe. 
I then confidered the agitation of the queftion as capable of 
producing much mifehief, and likely to be attended with no 
good. Such was the conclufion which I formed from expe- 
rience. I had myfelf, on different occafions, propofed a re- 
form in (ituations which feemed favourable to my objedl, and 
fupported by perfons of the higheft refpeclability, and had 
even then failed. Several gentlemen, from a dread of the 
confequences of innovation, and from a doubt whether the ad- 
vantage to be obtained was fuch as would compenfatc for the 
ri(k incurred, oppofed my views. If fuch arguments had for- 
merly fuccceded, how much force had they laft year acquired 
the dreadful IclTon afforded in the example of a neigh- 
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bouring kingdom ! The fcene of horrors which iC then pre^ 
fented exceeded imsgination, far ihort, as it ftopty of trhalt 
has fince occurred. I perceived forming within the bofom of 
the country a fmal!, but not contemptibley partyy who afpittS 
at (bmething more than a moderate reformy whofe objeft in* 
deed was nothing Ie($ than to introduce here thoTe^rench 
principles whichy from their confequences, 1 could not regard 
but with horror. I faw therefore, that while none of that 
good of which a moderate reform might be productive was to 
be obtained, much danger might be incurred, and an opening 
afforded to wicked perfons to fiibvert that very Conftitutiofi 
which we were defirons to improve, only in order that wc 
might preferve. Or though the attempt to reform might not 
be attended with the total fubverfion of the Conllitution, yet it 
might lead to a (late of cohfufion and diftradion, which at 
lead would difturb the enjoyment of thofe bleffings of which 
we were in poffeflion. I thus found the probability of good 
fmall, while the mifehief was of a fize fo gigantic as to exceed 
calculation. And upon this reafoning, even if I had rated as 
high as ever the advantages of a reform, and had feen a greater 
probability than had hitherto appeared of accompli (hing foch 
a reform, I would rather have abandoned my objeCl than have 
incurred or increafed the danger. I would rather forego for 
ever the advantages of reform, than rifk for a moment the ex** 
iftcnce of the Britifh Conftitution. Belides, I confidered the 
neceffity for a reform, in conreqiience of circumftances which 
had fince occurred to be confiderably lefs than when I had 
brought forward my original motion. But how then was the 
qiiedion argued on the other fide ? The danger which I dated 
was not denied. But it was alledgcd that this was precifely 
the time to bring forward a moderate reform, as the bed means 
to quiet violent fpirrts, and the fured remedy againd ruinous 
innovation. The gentlemen who now come forward in the 
caufe of Parliamentary Reform, I have no doubt, were en** 
couraged in their fird exertions by the hope that they (hould be 
enabled to overawe the violent fpirits,. and that moderate men» 
who might otherwife have been mifled, would be induced to 
join their dandard. 1 have learned from their publicationsy 
that they not only propofed to guide the minds of the people, 
but alfp to be guided by them, and tiiat they were refolved to 
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drop their views if they Ihould find that tthey did not meet 
with a pretty general concurrence. Such was the fituation of 
the bufincfs at the lad feffion. I will now inquire what has 
paflTed fince. And here I lhall enter along with the noble 
Lord into the protcfi againft not being allowed to introduce 
the fubjeft of the affairs of France, which I confider as inti- 
mately, eflcntially, and infeparably conneded with the prefent 
queiUon. 

Another year has now pafled in that country, difgraced wkh 
cxceires and outrages fo horrid, that they efface the memory of 
thofe which formerly occurred, and leave of them only the 
faint traces, and the image hardly vifible. The condufl: of 
the French, in all its circumftances, bore a peculiar applica- 
tion to this country: it prefented the fruits opening, in due 
feafon, the legitimate offspring of thofe trees, under the fpe- 
cious pretext of liberty, planted againft this country and its al- 
lies. The French had difclofed a fyftem of dilfcminating their 
principles, and procuring profelytes in every part of Europe, 
ja fyftem which they had particularly followed up with refpeft 
to this country. Such was the cafe without — what was the fi- 
tuation of affairs within? Societies had been formed in this 
country, affiliated with the Jacobine Clubs in France; and 
though they had fince affumed a different fhape, were then 
employed for the purpofe of fpreading Jacobine principles. 
In this obje(ft they proceeded with a degree of boldnefs an^ 
confidence, proportioned to the fuccefs of the French arms. 
We thus beheld the fcheme which we had anticipated as the 
refult of the new Conftitutions in France opening upon us. 
We had more immediately an opportunity of feeing what 
were the views of the Legiflators in France with refpeft to 
this country, and what their inftruments in England were en- 
deavouring to effe£l. For while in France, they always men- 
tioned the pretext of a Parliamentary Reform, as the medium 
by which they were to introduce they principles ; their'inftru- 
ments here always took care to conneft the fyftem of Parlia- 
mentary Reform with ail thofe delufive dodrines, upon which 
was founded the newly-raifed fabric of French freedom.— 
Nothing lefs than a Natidnal Convention was held out as a 
fufficient remedy for the abufes which prevailed in the repre- 
fentation, and the foie organ through which a more perfed 
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form of Government was to l)e obtained ; namely, fuch a Go- 
vernment as fliould acknowledge no other fource of authority 
and no other rule of conduit, than llic will of the majority. 
In fhort, French principles were inculcated as the true ftan- 
•dard of political belief, and the example of the French Go- 
vernment propofed as a worthy object of imitation. I now 
proceed to events of a more recent date. The fpirit of difaffec- 
tion* which had been thus raifed was heppily kept under, and 
prevented from breaking out into action by tlic feafonable inter- 
ference of the LegHlaliire, by the vigilance and exertions of 
the Executive Pow’cr, by the loyalty, vigour, and unanimity 
of the people, and likevvife by the interpofition of Providence, 
in the turn lately given to affairs on the Continent, and the 
check experienced by the Frcncii arms. The admirers and 
fupporters of French policy in this country felt a depreflion 
of fpirits from tlic derlat of tlicir friends and allies, which for 
a time gave a fatal blow to their hopes, and compelled them to 
conceal their views, and to aiiiimc a veil of caution but ill 
fuited to the ardour of their temper, and the boldnefs of their 
cnterprizc. But though they had thus been forced for a while 
to relinquiili their fchenics, it was not to be prefumed from 
this that they had by any means abandoned them — No;‘ they 
full indulged the fame- liopcs, they (till meditated the fame 
plans, and only lay by to watch for an opportunity favourable 
to the accomplilhmeiit of their dcligns. For tiiat piirpofe, 
they had looked peculiarly to the queftion of Parliamentary 
Reform. Previous to the bringing forward the prcfenl mo- 
tion, a great number of petitions had been prefented to the 
Houfc, equally fingular in thdr form, cxprellion, and the 
manner in which they had tints been fubrnitted to notice. They ^ 
had been introduced under the aiifpiccs of the gentlemen who 
fupported the motion. They w'ere all of three deferiptions, 
except that one upon which the motion was more particularly 
founded, and a petition from Nottingham conceived in exadlly 
‘the fame terms with one which had been received from that 
place in 1782. When it had firft been received, it came after 
a long war, which had haraflTed aPnd exhauiled the country, 
and the calamities of which it ftated as a proper ground for a 
Reform of •Parliament: unfortunately it dill employed the 
fame language, and gave the fame defcripiion of the country^ 
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after a long and profperous peace. All thefe petitions came' 
cither from England or from Scotland, or from places in Eng- 
land and Scotland, that fecmed to have no natural conneftion 
or likelihood of communication. Yet coming from thefe dif- 
ferent places they were all the fame in fubftance and nearly the 
fame in ftile; whatever little difference there might be in the 
expreflion, they feemed all to proceed from the fame hands — c 

Non facies omnibus una 

Nec diverfa tamen : quiilem decet elTe fororum. 

They all, it mud be confeffed, betrayed a ftrong family likc- 
nefs. Almoft the only difference was, that thofe from Scot- 
land expreffed their furprize at the immenfe load of debt, not- 
withftanding the extent of the taxes, which they dated at 
twenty millions, four millions above the truth. All of them 
. were the fame in prayer ; they concurred in praying for the 
right of univerfal fuffrage, as the balls of that reform w'hicli 
they defircd. With rcfpecl to ihofe petitions, two quedions 
arofe ; fird, What w'cight they ought to have with the Houfc, 
and how far they ought to be allowed to go in influencing their 
judgement ; and fecondly, Whether this is a feafon proper for 
the confideration of that obje£l which they claim, and favour- 
able to a temperate reform r On the fird point, w'hen peti- 
tions came to the Houfe, fabricated, in appearance, fimilar in 
fubdance and cxpreffion, it did not require much time to de- 
termine in what point of view they were to he confidered. 
There w’as every reafon to fufpc£l that they were the work of a 
few individuals. They had certainly much more the appear- 
ance of the defign of a few individuals, than of the general cx- 
prcfHon of the fentiments of the country. If it was alkcd, 
then, \vhat weight they ought to have ? the anfwer w'as eafy. 
None. What weight ought to belong to petitions coming to 
that Houfe in ihofe circumdanccs, carrying every appearance 
of concert and fydem, combined in the fame prayer, and ex- 
prefled nearly in the fame language ? The fraud was too grofs ' 
and palpable, and it was evident from what quarter they came, 
and with what views they ‘ were prefented. All the circum- 
ftanccs in France and this country pointed out the prefent as a 
feafon unfavourable to a temperate reform. The* gentlemen 
yifho fupported the motion had been engaged in a fociejty for a 
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twelvemonth for the purpofe, as they themfelves dated, of al-^ 
faying the violence of thofe who might be milled by a blind 
i^gc of innovation, and enlightening the people with rcfpeft to 
the nature of their true claims. Such had been the objefts 
which they had held out at their commencement ; they had 
propofed to make a fair experiment, to allow the people of 
England a full opportunity of procuring a rational and mode- 
rate reform ; and if they fliould find that they could not fuc- 
Ceecf, and that the people fliould be difincllned to any plan of 
reform, and not difpofed to profecutc the meafurcs which they 
fliould recommend, they were then to abandon their purpofe. 
They had now gone on for upwards of a twelvemonth, pub- 
lifliing to enlighten the people, and ufing every means to pro- 
mote their own influence, and during all that time they had 
not been able to make a convert of one man in England. — 
They had been obliged at laft to come forward with a petition 
of their own, introduced to the Houfe on the very day that the 
debate was to take place. The other petitions which united 
in the fame object of demanding Parliamentary Reform car- 
ried a fufpicious and dangerous appearance. Ought they not 
then, confiftcntly with thofe principles wdiich they had avowed 
in the outfet, to have come forward upon this occafion, to 
have acknowledged their miftake and their conviction, that 
the people of England were not defirous of a reform, to have 
given up their objedH: in which they found they could not fuc- 
cced, and to have joined with us in oppoling a reform which is 
not even deflred, and which could not be granted with any 
propriety in the prefent moment, or even with the chance of 
advantage to thofe for whom it is demanded But what are 
the grounds upon which they now bring forward this queftion 
• of reform ? Firft, they ftate, that from the general burfl of 
loyalty expreflTed by the nation upon the firil alarm, there is no 
xeafon to fear that the people will pafs beyond the bounds of 
diferetion, and that no fcafon can be more favourable for a 
temperate reform than that in which they have fo ftrongly tef- 
"*tified their attachment to the eftabliflied order of things, and 
their reludlance to any change. Of, this temper they recom- 
mend to us to take the advantage. But how*^ flands the cafe ? 
The faft, I grant, is indeed true. But it is alfo true, that fo- 
cieties jn this country have been anxioufly feeking not to obtain 
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reform, but to find caufe of diflatisfaflion ; not to allay the vio> 
Icnce of. innovation, but to inflame difconlent. Is it theh- 
out of deference to that fmall party, aSuated by fuch princi- 
ples, and purfuing fuch a line of conduft, that wc are to grant 
a reform, and not out of refpeft to the great body of the people 
of England, animated by a fpirit of thepureft loplty, and too 
much attached to the bleilings of the Conflitution and the pre- 
fent Government, to wifli to hazard them by a change ? What 
then is the quettion at iflue ? It is the fame queftion which 
is now at ilfuc with the whole of Europe, who are contending 
for the caufe of order, ofjuftice, of humanity, of religion, in 
oppofition to anarchy, to injuftice, to cruelty, to infidelity. 

I am fenfible that ninety-nine out of a hundred of the people 
of England are warm in thofe Icmiments, are fenfible of the 
fecurity which they enjoy for thefc bleilings from the frame o^ 
our excellent Conilitution ; and fo far from wifliing to touch 
it with an innovating hand, arc prepared to defend it againil 
every attack. Are wc to yield then to the clamours of dilfatis- 
fa<S;ion and difeontent; and are we to difregard the voice of 
fatisfadion and gratitude ? Are we in order to gratify the ca- 
price, or focth the infolence, of a few difaftedied, to negleft 
the benefit of the common body ? -\rc wc at a moment of 
emergency like this, when the gieat caufe of all is at (lake, to 
fufpend our cares for the public wtliare, and attend to the dif- 
culfion of petty claims and tlie redrefs of imaginary grievances? 
Arc we, at fuch a moment, in order to pleafe a few individu- 
als, to hazard the confequence of producing alarm and diftruft 
in the general body, firm and united In the common caufe? 
This conduit w'ould indeed refcmble that of thofe who at the 
moment that their citadel was bcfieged (hould proceed to the 
difeuffion of points of dificrence rather than attend to providing 
the means of defence. The next ground allcdged for bringing 
forward the motion for reform at prefent was, that this was a 
time of war, and that from the fituaiion of commercial credit 
the country was in a ftate of alarm and diftruft. Thcfe cer- 
tainly were very ftrange reafons for fuch a meafure ; if we aire^ 
engaged in a war for the^urpofe of defending ourfelves againft 
a foreign enemy, was this a reafon why we ftiould hazard the 
confequenc|[;s of any diftra£lion at home ? This, inftead of 
,diminiftung, would be the moft efie^ual methoci to add^ to the 
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evil! Of the ftate of credit I (hall fay nothing, though the 
^teafoning, as applied to it, (lands in the fame predicament; 
certain it is, that confidcrable embarraffment has lately taken 
place ; a circumftance at all times very apt to refult from an 
extenfive commerce. The Legiflature, much to their honour, 
have ftepped forward, and made an exertion for the aid of the 
merchants, which, as it is extraordinary, I hope it will be 
fuccefsful ; but ban this embarraffment be afcribedto the Con- 
flitution, except by making the Conftitiition the caufe of that 
extent to which commerce has been carried ? But could this 
period and this ftate of affairs be brought forward as grounds 
for reform — :by gentlemen who laft year ftated on the fame oc- 
cafion the duration of a long peace, and the high llate of public 
profperity, as their motives for calling the atiention of the 
Houfe to that fubjeil ? Thcfe were certainly two novelties 
which require to be reconciled before the gentlemen can make 
any pretenfions to confillency of reafoning. 1 lhall next pro- 
ceed to remark on the piecife nature of the motion itfelf. The 
motion is, to refer to a Committee one of thofe petitions for a 
reform which have been prefented to the Houfe. Whether the 
honourable gentleman who made the motion means likewife 
to refer them all, is a point of which I am not afcerlained. 
[Mr. Grey here nodded affent.] If he means to refer them all, 
my reafoning on the fubjeft is reduced to a very ihort compafs. 
Ought we to refer to a Committee to deliberate on the mea- 
fure of unlimited fuffrage r The circumftance of having mov- 
ed to refer the prayers of the petitions, without having pointed 
out any fpecific plan for obtaining their object, clearly renders 
it improper to go into any difcuflion on the fubje-^l. This cir- 
cumftance has a tendency to excite difeontent, without afford- 
ing the means of allaying it. Though I formerly moved for a 
general inquiry, I was afterwards convinced, that it would be. 
attended with no good cffe£l, and abandoned the motion. I 
became fenfible that there was no chance of obtaining any ad- 
vantage, but by bringing forward a fpecific propofition. If I 
thought fo then, how much more muft I now be confirmed in 
the fame opinion ? If any objefl: is propofed for difcuflion, it 
ought to be a fpecific objeS. * The contrary mode can tend 
only to perplex the difcuflion, and to render it produ6live of 
mifidiief* I (hall now Ihortly obferve on the manner of intro- 
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ducing this bufmefs. The honourable gentleman dated fairly 
and candidly, that he brought forward the prcfent quediott, 
not on,the ground of right, but of expediency. I thinfc fo 
too. To talk of an abdracfed right of equal reprefentation, 
is abfurd. It is to arrogate that right to one form of Govern- 
ment, whereas Providence has accommodated the different 
forms of Government to the different dates of fociety in which 
they fubfid. There are as many different rights as the caufes 
which occur to diverfify the modes of Government. There is 
one right for a Roman, another for an Athenian, and a third 
for a Lacedemonian ; but though the honourable gentleman 
difclaimcd the ground of general and abdrafled right, he has 
fo ftr enlarged his ground of expedience as to embrace the mode 
of reafoning, by which that wild theory is fupported. He has 
declared himfelf ready to take even uriiverfal fuffrage, that mode 
which he approves the lead, rather than to fuffer the Condi- 
tution to remain as it is. I fo far differ with him, that I 
would rather abandon what I conceive to be the bed plan of 
reform, than rifk the confcqucnces of any hazard to the Con- 
ditution, as it at prefent fubfids. Can I then embark in the 
fame Committee with the honourable gentleman, while he re- 
jects the only plan on which I have contended for reform, and 
is ready to give into that which he himfelf deems the word ? 
I mud confefs myfclf alarmed at the extent to which he carries 
his objeft ; and, I cannot help looking at the fociety with 
fome degree of fufpicion, in confequence of a letter which I 
find figncd with his own name. This letter is addrefled to the 
people of Sheffield. Thefc people have fo well benefited by 
thofc Iclfons of caution and moderation which they received 
from their patrons, the Friends of the People, that they lately 
addrefled to the Houfe a petition for Parliamentary Reform, 
conceived in fuch terms as rendered it improper to be received. 
They early communicated to the Friends of the People their 
plan for a Parliamentary reform, by aflembling a Convention 
of National Delegates. The anfwer to this is nearly exprefled 
in the following words : — On the plan which you have, 
fuggefted we do not think it yet a fit time to deliberate. In a 
more advanced ftage it may become a proper fubjedl of difeuf- 
fion.’* The honourable gentleman, in his ideas of reform, 
proceeds upon grounds dircftly oppofite to mine, not indeed 
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hoftile to my views than they are to the prcfcnt form of thfe 
Conftitution, Upon the whole, from the method which he 
propofes, 1 fee no probability of a temperate reform, and, if 
granted, it would not even anfwer the end for which it is de- 
manded. So far from fatisfying thofc who now folicit it, it 
would only extend their views and multiply and encourage 
their claims ; they want not a Parliamentary Reform for itfelf, 
bul for fomething clfe, in which they have profpe£l. They 
coiifider it not as the end of their wiflics, but only means which 
may lead to their accomplifhment. But here we are told, that 
by ref ifnig this reform, w^e areafting upon the fame principle 
by winch we loft America, by not complying with the demands 
ol' that country. The Americans defired fpecific relief ; they 
pointed out a definite object W'ith which they pledged them- 
felves to be fatisfied. It was refufed to them, bccaufe it was 
faid, that it 'ivould only encourage them toafle for more. I do 
not now mean to enter on the propriety of this refufal, or a dif- 
cuflion of the means by which America was loft; but I cannot 
help remarking that there is a wide difference between the two 
cafes. Here no fpecific relief is demanded, no definite objeft 
is pointed out. You are defired to give, what nobody alks ; 
and to thofc who tell you, that even if you give it them, they 
will nt)i be fatisfied. It has been alked, who were the they fo 
often alluded to in the courfc of the debate. The anfwer was 
fhort. They were thofe who have figned the petitions. They 
claim that which can be refolved into nothing l)ut a dedudlion of 
French principles : that which is termed the will of the majo-^ 
rity, the will of the multitude. The motion requires you to 
be prepared to deliberate whether it is right or not to give in- 
dividual fuifrage. On this queftion, I am not prepared to de- 
liberate ; firft, bccaufe it wants no deliberation, and fccondly, 
becaufe I have deliberated upon it long enough already. I have 
not been fo inattentive to what has now paffed in a neighbour- 
ing kingdom, nor have I been fo unafFe£ted by the tranfa&ions 
which have there occurred, as not frequently to have taken 
this fubjedt into confideration. I (^all now give my reafons, 
why I am not prepared to deliberate on the queftion ; and firft, 
becaufe my plan went to give vigour and ftability to the ancient 
principles of 1:he Conftitution, and not to introduce into it any 
new principles. The merit of the Britiih Conftitution is to be 
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eftimatedi not by mctaphyflcal ideas, not by vague theorieV, 
but by analyfing it in praflice. Its benefits are confirn\ed by 
the fpre and infallible teft of experience. It is on this ground, 
that the reprefeiuation of the people, which muft always be* 
deemed a moft valuable part of the Conftitution, refts on its 
prefent footing. In the hiftory of this country, from the car- 
lieft period down to that in which I now fpcak, the number of 
eleiftors have always been few, in proportion to that of the 
great body of the people. My plan went to regulate the diftri- 
bution of the right of elcSing Members, to add fome, and to 
transfer others : when fuch was my plan, am I to be told, 
that I have been an advocate for Parliamentary Reform, as if 
I had cfpoufed the fame fide of the queftion which is now taken 
up by thefe honourable gentlemen, and were now refifting that 
caufc which I had- formerly fupported ? I affirm, that my plan 
is ten times more contrary to that of the honourable gentle- 
man, than his is to the Conllitution ; nay, I go farther; I 
agree with the honourable gentleman (Mr. Windham) that to 
adopt the fyftem now propofed, is to adopt the principles of the 
French code, and follow the example of their legiflators. As 
thefe principles arc unknown in the hiftory of this country, it 
is to France only that we canlook for their origin. The fame 
principle which claims individual fuffrage, and affirms that 
every man has an equal right to a fhare in the reprefentation, 
is that which ferves as the bafis of that declaration of rights on 
which the French Legifiators have founded iheir government. 
We ought to recolledl that there are 250 perfons who poflefs 
an equal voice in the Legiflaturc with that of this Houfe; that 
there is a King, who, to the third of the Legillative, adds the 
whole of the Executive Power ; and if this principle of indi- 
vidual fuffrage be granted, and be carried to its utmofi extent, 
it goes to fubvert the Peerage, and to depofe the King, and, 
in fine, to extinguifli every hereditary diftinftion, and every 
privileged order, and to eftablifb that fyftem of cqualifing 
anarchy announced in the code of French Legiflation, and at- 
tefted in the blood of the piaflacres at Paris. The queftion 
then is, whether you will abide by your Conftitution, or ha- 
zarda change, with all that dreadful train of confequences with 
which we have ften it attended in a neighbouring kingdom ? 

Abide by your Conftitution, did I fay ? It cannot be aecelTary 
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for me to add a word more. But I would not flop there if it 
w^i%{ihflible to go farther. If it were poffible for an Englilh-* 
man to forget his attachment to the Conllltution and his lo]r> 
alty to the Sovereign — if it were poffible for him to lofe all 
thofe generous feelings which bind him to his country and fe-. 
ctire his obedience to its laws — if it were poflible for him to fa- 
crifice all thefe to thofe principles which are brought forward 
to fupport a change of government ; yet, if he Ihould attend 
only to reafon, he would find them wild and illufive theories. 
He would find the principle of individual will pwerfuland ef- 
ficient to the deftruAion of every individual ant of every com- 
munity ; but to every good purpofe null and vdd. He would 
find that thofe rights which entitle all to an eqjal fhare in the 
Government, are rights which only ferve to renove them from 
ufeful labour, from fober induftry, and from (hmeftic connec- 
tions, and which abandon them to be the flates of every idle 
caprice, and of every deftruSive paffion. 7he Government 
that adopts fuch principles, ceafes to be a 3overnment ; it 
unties the bands which knit together fociety j it forfeits the re- 
verence and obedience of its fubjefls ; it givesip thofe, whom 
it ought to proteA, to the daggers of the Mafeilleie, and the 
aflaflins of Paris. Under a pretence of centemg all authority 
in the will of the many, it eftablifhes the wod fort of defpo- 
tifm. Such is the Hate of that wretched county, France, • the 
deteflable policy of which has added new word to the didion- 
ary, fuch as the phrafes of municipalities decking thcmfelves 
in a ftate of permanent revolution, and the ation itfelf in a 
(late oifovereign infurreflion! In what is caltd the Govern- 
ment of the multitude, they are are not the mny who govern 
the few, but the few who govern the many, .t-is a fpecies of 
tyranny, which adds infult to the wretchedni of its fubjeQs, 
by ftiling its own arbitrary decrees the vois of the people, 
and fandlioning its aSs of oppreffion and ruelty under the 
pretence of the national will. Such is the naire of thofe prin- 
ciples connected with the right of individual ITirage; and how 
fa<! you are prepared to give countenance to lat meafure, hy 
referring it to a Committee as a fubje& of (liberation, you 
are now called to determine. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that if the right hjourable gentle- 
inan who had juft fat down thought it necelfy to commence 
Vet: XXXV. 3 Q 
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his fpecch with an apology to the Houfe for troubling them at 
that late hour, fiirely, then, it might be natural that he'feculd 
make alfo an apology for intruding himfelf in the prefent ftage 
of the debate. He was fure that the Houfe, in any other cir- 
cumftances than the prefent, might expefl: that apology j but 
on the prefent occafion he ftiould not make an apology, for he 
would not pay the Houfe fo ill a compliment as to infinuate 
that the Members of it were not ready to do their duty in that 
Houfe, which was to hear impartially all that could be faid on 
either fide of any queilion that came before them. The 
Houfe had already heard, with patience and with attention, 
much obfervatien on both ficles ; it was to their honour they 
had done fo. Hfe felt dlfficnlties often when he had occafion 
to trouble the Houfe, but upon this occafion he could not help 
thinking that hi flood upon very advantageous ground. He 
knew' the advantige which the right honourable gentleman had 
in that Houfe, 2nd that for many reafons he w as more likely 
to be attended toihan tiiofe w ho were lo oppofc him \ few, if 
any, were heard within the walls of that Houfe fo attentively 
as that right hoiourable gentleman. ‘ But the tafle which de- 
volved upon thelcrfon who had now tlie honour to addrefs the 
Houfe was grea* indeed: he knew' that he and others of the 
fame fentiments^Jpon this fubjeft had to fpeak freely bold un- 
welcome truths! and fucli as would not be lieard with plea- 
fiire-;- yet To*dcoly was he imprdfed wdlli a fenfe of his duty, 
that, notwilhftj ding all thefe difadvantages, he fliould not 
fhrink from the ilk, but would do all in his power to perform 
it, even in the j cfent fitualion of the Houfe, He would not 
be difeouraged, though he knew the effedt of the burgage te- 
nures, of which t petition complained. The petition ftated, 
and he would relat to that Houfe, that many of the Mem- 
bers could only p pcriy be addreiled as the reprefentatives of 
a particular perfo > and not the people of England. This he 
and thofe with w m he acled ought to fay to a great number 
of the Members f that Houfe : men w^ho were either fent 
there by the ex pi *s interference of the Crown, or by indiv^ 
duals, at the will ' the Executive Government. They ought 
to fay fo, in ord( to be able to render an account to the Pub- 
lic, whofe agent nd attornies they were, in order to fatisfy 
that Public that tfy had not neglecied their duty. They were 
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not in any cafe to be difeouraged from the difeharge of their 
i for though they knew their numbers to be fmali> they 
yet were confeious their caufe was gocxl. The fpecch of the 
right honourable gentleman was an extraordinary effort of his 
great, fplcndid talents, noble and vigorous mind. He applied 
«11 his powers to this fiibjcft : he appealed with his utmott Ikill 
to the pride and the pallions of the Ailcmbly. The right ho- 
nourable gentleman was aware that he was addrefling his audi- 
tors wpdn a fubjedl that required all his art, and therefore it 
was that all the art he was mailer of was ufed. It was a to- 
pic very worthy of the highelt art ; that of convincing a great 
number of men that his condiiLt at this moment was not in- 
confiflent, although pcrfcdtly uilFcrcnt from his former profef- 
fions. He thought, however, that the right honourable gen- 
tleman would have confined himfelf a little more to an expla- 
nation of the fubjcdl on which fo miicli objetlion had been 
taken to his conduct \ inftead of this explanation, he had 
found out a great number of auxiliary cvalions. The right 
honourable gentleman now objected to his honourable friend's 
motion upon this fubjecl : he objefted to it now, bccaufe it 
was not fpecilic, or be«aiifc it did not contain a fpecific plan ; 
and yet it was a little whimlical tiiat this fort of objedtion 
jhould aiife from that right honourable gentleman, who hira- 
felf had propofeJ precifcly the fame fort of motion. But the 
right honourable gemlcman told liic H .nfc that be was now 
convinced of the impropriety of that mcafure : convinced of 
the impropriety ? What was it that convinced him: Was 
he aiVaid that tlie propofal of aikii^g fora Committee to in- 
quire into the triiili of any allegation o( ihc corruption of Par- 
liament might be attended witJi fuccefs Wiiat was he afraid 
ofr Did he fear Ite iliould be obliged to carry a plan for a 
Parliamentary Reform ? He hoped tiie right honourable gen- 
tleman had fome rcafons for thi.s change of his mind, which 
were honourable to himfelf, although he had not divulged 
them. But the change of the riglit honourable gentleman s 
.^.:ind upon this part of the fubjcdl was Hill more inapplicable, 
for he liiid even now that he had not totally abandoned all 
thoughts of perfilling in fome meafflrc for a Parliamentary 
Reform ; and yet he feemed to fay that he fliould never agree 
to any plan up»n that fubjed that had not fome fpecific reme- 
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dy to a dated grievance. This was the more to be wondeied 
at| when it was remembered that when that right honoufSible 
gentleman made one of his motions for a Parliamentary Re- 
form with a fpecific remedy, he was negatived by a large ma- 
jority. But when he moved it merely as a plan for a Com- 
mittee of Inquiry, fuch as the prefent motion was, he was re^* 
fitted only by a majority of twenty in a full Houfe. What- 
ever the right honourable gentleman might think or migl?t 
wilh, Mr. Sheridan faid, he, for his part, had no doubt but 
that a motion for a Committee of Inquiry was the mod eligi- 
ble plan that could be propofed upon this fubjeett. This, he 
faid, for many reafons, one in particular, he could not help 
dating, which was the facility with which objeftions could be 
ftated. Many perfons, who were in their hearts enemies to 
the whole fyftem of any Parliamentary Reform, might yet, 
for the fake of concealing it, fay, If you had brought fome 
other plan forward, I (hould have given it my fupport ; but I 
am convinced that this plan is an improper one ; and therefore 
there were always more enemies to a fpecific than a general 
plan. This petition, therefore, in his opinion, was a proper 
one. It dated certain grievances, which the Petitioners were 
ready to prove at the bar of that Houfe ; and he knew not 
upon what principle of judice it was that the Houfe could re- 
fufe entering into an inquiry. But there was faid to be a great 
objection remaining to this petition, from the nature of its aN 
legation, as well as the prayer of it ; for that it went to aik 
that which was againtt the principles of our Conttitution. 
Gentlemen had laid great drefs upon what they dated in that 
refpeft, which was, that the principles of our Conttitution, 
and the whole of the fydem of our reprefentation, was feleft, 
and that a fydem of general reprefentation would dedroy the 
whole of the fpirit of the Conditution altogether, by which 
reprefentation was not matter of right. Gentlemen, in ma- 
king this obfervation, were confounding the means with the 
principle — the principle of our Conditution was reprefenta- 
tion ; the means were feledion and didribution. To illilf- 
trate this, Mr. Sheridan read the preamble of an ad of Par- 
liament, patted in th^ reign of King James the Fird, in which 
was dated, that the whole of the Commons were prefent when 
the bill patted their Houfe* This was always the principle of 
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the Conftitution of this country. Another thing was fiated as 
4a objection to the petition, which was, that it went to the 
extent of aiking for an univerfal reprefentation* Nothing 
was ea(icr than to fay fo ; but that was not the fa£l : the Pe- 
titioners did not claim the right of univerfal fui&age. But 
gentlemen urged, as another objection to the granting of the 
prayer of this petition, the danger which would attend it ; and 
fome went fo far as to fay, that if there were a full and com- 
•plete reprefentation of the people in that Houfe, there would 
be an end of the other two branches of the Legiflature j, for 
that the power of the Commons would be fo great, that the 
King and Lords would be voted ufelefsc Such obfervationshe 
thought highly dangerous, and he muft fay he did not think 
that fentiments more mifehievous than thefe ever were uttered 
within the walls of that Houfe ; and he was fure that if the re* 
prefentation of the people were complete to-morrow, the peo- 
ple of this country had too much good fenfe to inftrudl their 
reprefentitives to do any thing to aife£l the juft prerogative of 
the King, or to diminifli the privileges of the nobility : they 
would not fuffer their agents to do any thing of that nature, 
l^petufe they knew that if they did, their own power would be 
in danger. He would repeat it, that the good lenfe of the 
people of this country would have their own intereft in view, 
and that if the reprefentation of the people in the Houfe of 
Commons was complete, the King would be firmer upon his 
throne than he was even at this moment. Another objedlion 
made by the right honourable gentleman was that which arofe 
from the danger of tranfadting bufinefs in this cafe through 
the medium of delegates. How the right honourable gentle- 
man had, on a fudden, formed fuch a dillike to delegates he 
did not know ; but it reminded him of what had happened on 
a former occafion, when this fubjedl was under the diredlion 
of the right honourable gentleman himfelf ; they had then de- 
legates, and he (Mr. Sheridan) happened to know this, becaufe 
he was one of the Committee himfelf : fo far was it from be- 
ing thought at that time an impropriety, that the right honou- 
rable gentleman determined on carrying on the bufinefs in that 
very manner ; and the Lord M*ayor of London gave them the 
life of Guildhall to tranfatfl their bufinefs, a'nd gave them and 
the dele^tes all the encouragement he could to proceed upon 
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the plan which they had commenced ; but now the word dele- 
gate feemed to be difagrceable to the right honourable gentle- 
man. Indeed, Mr. Sheridan obferved, that there feemed to 
him to be a great deal of infincerity in the condu6l of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer upon this fubjeft. He fhould 
have told thofe who had now brought this matter forward, that 
they were not to expefl his afliftance : this would have been 
infinitely more manly than his prefent behaviour. He wifhed 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would either tell the friendar 
of Parliamentary Reform when he thought he (hould lend them 
his afliftance, or fay that he never wnll. He had proved he 
was of opinion that a feafon of permanent profperity was not 
the time. He had proved too that a time of war was not the 
time. Should they have the afliftance of the right honourable 
gentleman after the war with France was over, or fhould we 
then be told, that the French being fubdued, we fhould not 
fiiffcr any alteration in our own Conftiiution ? He fhould ei- 
ther fay at w'hat time he fhould lend that affiftance, or fay that 
he was in the wrong when he brought the fubjeft of Parlia- 
mentary Reform forward, and fince that time he had feen his 
error, and had therefore abandoned his principle. Mr. Sheri- 
dan faid he had rather hear that the right honourable gentleman 
had abandoned it altogether, than find that he abandoned it 
only while he was Miniftcr, and that he fhould take it up 
again when he fliall be out of power, becaufe that would caft 
a fhade upon the whole fubject, and make the people of this 
country ? hink there was nothing like honefty among thofe who 
profcfl'eci attachment to the rights of the people, and the peo- 
ple might therefore defpife all parties, and come to a determi- 
nation of doing every thing for thcmfelves. Mr. Sheridan 
then obferved, that the right honourable gentleman had inti- 
mated that the people were not delirous of a Parliamentary 
Reform, and that only a few individuals had cxprefled that 
wifli. Upon tills occahon he referred to the fpeech of an ho- 
nourable gentlc:nan (Mr. Duncombej early in this debate, and 
there it would be found that the honourable gentleman had 
faid that he believed in God that tlie predidion of the late 
Earl of Chatham would pro^e true, tUat a reform in Parlia- 
ment Would be liad before the end of the prefent century. It 
bad been faid that the meafurc propofed would be dangerous at 
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jhc prefcnt moment, on account of the connection between 
France and this country. There could not be a more unfair 
argument than this, becaufe nothing could be more different 
than the difpofitions of the people of France and the people of 
this country. The one knew, and had enjoyed for a long 
time, a certain portion of liberty ; the other had but juft ouft- 
cd their defpolifm ; and therefore to refufe to inquire into this 
fubjeft on that account was ridiculous. The right honourable 
.gentleman had faid much on the vigour of our Conftitution : 
he never fhould attempt, he faid, to deny but that the vigour 
of otir. Conftitution produced wealth ; on the contrary, he al- 
lowed that wealtli rofe out of the Conftitution ; but if we per- 
fiftcd in not taking care to preferve that Conftitution by every 
means in enjr power, ilic very wealth it produced would be the 
means of its‘dcftru£lion ; and the w^ealth which the Conftitu- 
tion had been the means of acquiring was the bett reafon wdiy 
a reform ftiould take place. Mr. Sheridan then look notice of 
the obfervation of a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Wind- 
ham), who had fpoken in a former debate on this fubjedf ; 
that right honourable gentleman, in the courfe of his fpecch, 
had faid, that he was oppofing thofe w ho had a wifti for a re- 
volution in this country, and r.ot a reform. He took fame 
time to prove that they could not lay any ftrefs upon the repre- 
fentation of this country as a principle. He favv that one pe- 
tition contained more names than all the cledlors of this coun- 
try who returned one half of the Members of that Houfe. 
This was certainly very alarming to thofe who agreed with the 
logic of that right honourable gentleman, becaufe he main- 
tained that the more numerous the Petitioners w^re, the 
greater was the chance of their being in the wrong ; and yet 
again, after thus fpeaking againft majorities, he proceeded to 
run down the minority. That right honourable gentleman had 
often been in a minority ; but having lately had dealings chiefly 
with the majority, and therefore had an excellent opportunity 
of ftiewing his judgement by dividing with the minority, he 
had a better opportunity of knowing their error. Having 
played upon this point for fome time, he turned again to a fe- 
rious view of the fubjedl, and^bferved, that there were but 
three ways of judging of any point ; the firft was, by reafon 
and truth.; the fecond was, by majority of the opinion of thoft 
2 
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who think on the fubjeft ; the third was, force. If the firft 
were fufficient, the other two would be unneceiTary, and there 
would be no occafion for Government, becaufe if man was to 
be governed by reafon and truth, he would be perfed, and, 
being perfect, it would not be necefiary that he Ihould be go* 
verned ; but as man was a frail being, it was neceilary that he 
Ihould have fome government, and therefore there remained 
but the other two for his choice. Now of thcfe two he be- 
lieved there was no difficulty in chufing ; for as we all abhorred, 
force, we came to the neceffity of adopting the opinion of the 
majority of our fellow beings, and therefore the right honour- 
able gentleman, in declaring himfelf in a ftate of permanent 
infurrc£lion againft the majority of the people, was not per- 
fe&\y correft. As to the general challenge of proving the 
abufe which fubfifts in our Government, Mr. Sheridan faid, 

he had no delight in it ; but as he muft anfwer Some then 

of the abufes of which he complained, and of which a reform 
of Parliament was the only remedy, were, that Peers of the 
other Houfe fent Members to the Houfe of Commons by no- 
mination ; that the Crown fent Members into that Houfe by 
nomination too ; that fome Members of that Houfe fent in 
Members by their own nomination alfo — all thefe things made 
a farce of an eleftion for the places for which thefe gentlemen 
were returned ; that men were created Peers without having 
been of the lead fervice to the Public in any action of their 
lives, but merely on account of their parliamentary influence— 
the prefent Minifter had been the means of creating a hundred 
of them. He did not blame him, but the fault was in the fyf- 
tem of Government ; that corruption was the pivot on which 
the whole of our public Government affairs turned ; that the 
colledion of taxes was under the management of wealthy men 
in parliamentary intereft, the confequcnce of which was, that 
the colledtion of them was negle£led ; that, to make up the de- 
ficiency, cxcifemen muft be added to the cxcife — this foured 
the temper of the people ; that neither in the churgh, the 
army, the navy, or any public office, was any appointment 
given, but in confequence of parliamentary influence ; that, 
in confequence, corrupt majorities were at the will of the 
Minifter. He did not like to tell fecrets of the prifon houfe of 
Treafury, but in the prefent inftance he was called upon. 
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In fllort, whether the eye was diredled to the Churchy the 
Law, the Army, or to Parliament, it could only obferve the 
feeds of inevitable decay and ruin in the Britifli Conftitution. 
He next animadverted upon the American war, its origin, and 
ilfue : there he maintained that delufion was praflifed under 
the pretence of taxation, but in the end this country had paid 
dearly for the experiment of Mlnifters. He alluded to the 
uprofelytifm which had been aferibed to the views of the French 
natibn, and* of which they now feerned themfclves to be tho- 
roughly alhamed, fmee fimilar doctrines had been carried into 
execution, by the Emprefs of Ruflia and the King of Pruflia, 
with regard to the unhappy partitioned kingdom of Poland. 
Mr. Sheridan concluded by Hating, that the objeft of reform 
he and his colleagues had in view would be perfevered in until 
it was efFeflually accomplilhed. 

Mr. ADAM faid, he felt it his duty to aflign the reafons for 
the vote he meant to give, and this he ihould do in very few 
words. Much as he refpefted his honourable friend who pre- 
fented the petition, and thofe who fupported the motion for 
referring it to a Committee, he faw no poffible advantage that 
could arife from taking it into confideration. The ftyle of it 
was not new ; all the objedtions which it contained to the pre- 
fent form of the reprefentation were Hated in nearly the fame 
manner by Dr. Paley, but with an inference very different 
from that of the petition, The objedlions,” faid Dr. Paley, 

“ were of a nature to flrike only at firH fight, and to difappear 
on more accurate examination.” It was, therefore, highly 
neceflary to confider, when any alteration was propofedi whe- 
ther the benefit to be gained was equal to the rifk to be in- 
curred. This dodlrinc had his entire aflent ; and to refer the 
petition to a Committee would flicw only what they knew be- 
fore, that there were inequalities in the reprefentation. The 
next point to be inquired into was, whether or not the repre* 
ientation, in its prefent form, was fuch as to fecure to the peo- 
ple thofe rights which were the end of all government. It had 
been faid, that the beft of all poflible governments would hfk 
abfolute fhonarchy, under a wife and virtuous prince : this he 
denied ; for although a wife and virtuous prince might main- 
tain thole rights to the people, they had no fecurity for their 
being continbed. Civil rights could not be fecurc without ’ 
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political rights ; and the qucftion now was. Had we fuch po- 
litical liberty as to fecure the polTeffion of our civil rights i 
That we once had was admitted. A learned friend of his 
(Mr. Erikine), who argued in fupport of the motion, admitted 
that the reprefentation was fufficient for this purppfe before 
the Revolution. Since the Revolution he affirmed that the 
conftant operation of all changes had been to extend the per- 
fonal and contra£t the virtual reprefentation. The .various, a£ts 
pafled to fecure the independence of eleftions were proofs of 
this ; and the increafe of wealth and population had added 
much to the number of eleftors in the great towns. There 
was alfo another reafon : the debates in that Houfe were more 
generally known, and more partiailarly attended to. Every 
Member knew when he was fpeaking that his arguments and 
condu£l would be difcufTcd and canvafTed by the public at 
large. He therefore was clearly of opinion that the reprefen- 
tation^ in its prefent form, was fully adequate to all the pur- 
pofes which it was intended to anfwcr. For thefe reafons he 
ihould vote againft the motion. With refpeft to the time of 
making it, there was no folid objedion; for the alarm on 
which it was attempted to found an objeAion, he had always 
believed there was no ground ; and, conceiving the merits of 
the argument to be as he had ifated them, he conceived thofc 
who reforted to a variety of other topics to have rather wea- 
kened than ftrengthened it. 

Mr. FOX faid, he was furry to trefpafs on the patience of 
the Houfe at fo late an hour, when, after two days* debate, he 
could have but little hope that he (hould either entertain or in- 
ftrudl. It Was fxcw and extraordinary, that, by the courfe and 
mode of argument purfued by the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, he (hould feel himfclf called upon to apologife for per* 
biting in the opinion which he had ^ways held upon Parlia- 
mentary Reform, or to affign his reafons and jultify himfelf 
for not altering it as the right honourable gentleman had 
fought fit to alter his. He had never before imagined that the 
prefumption of guilt lay againft confiftency, and that whoever 
prefumed to think as he had alway thought before muft imme* 
diately be put on his defence. If the opinions which the 
right honourable gentleman formerly profclTed, if the propofi*. 
^00$ which he h^ endeavoured to perfuade Parliamtnt to 
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adopy were fo very erroneous, and pregnant with fuch alarn^* 
ing confequences as he had now depided, it was but natural 
to fuppofe that he would have read his recantation with com* 
punflion, and exprefled humiliation inftead of triumph in* re* 
capitulating the enormous mifehiefs to which his former errors 
might have expofed his country. He aflumed that the right 
honourable gentleman had completely changed his fentiments 
on Parliamentary Reform, for he had exprefsly faid fo, with 
the poor referve, that the time might yet come when he (hould 
think it as expedient as he had done before. The arguments 
he had ufed would apply equally to all times ; and it would 
have been more candid to have faid fo explicitly, than to have 
held out a hope, whom to pleafe he knew not, which, with- 
out a fecond change of opinion as entire as the iirft, could 
never be realifed. In his arguments againft the prefent mo- 
tion he had had recourfe to the midake that the objefl of the 
prefent motion was unlverfal fuffrage ; againft this, which 
made no part of the motion, more than half his fpeech was 
employed, and every idea of that part borrowed from what had 
been urged againft himfcif ten years ago by thofe w'ho oppofed 
his firft motion of reform. Here he was only a plagiary 5 
not a common plagiary indeed, but fuch a plagiary as Virgil, 
who improved and adorned what he borrowed. He was 
obliged to admit that his honourable friend who made the mo* 
tion difclaimed univerfal fuffrage for his objeft ; but then, he 
faid, look at the petitions, only one of which, however, con- 
tained this doctrine. Was he ready to fay, that, when he 
brought forward his motion in 1782, none of the petitions 
then before the Houfe contained the very fame ? But, in ad- 
dition to the evidence of the petitions, his honourable friend 
had, on fome other occafion, met certain perfons at a tavern, 
known advocates for univerfal fuffrage, which was almoft 
proof 'pofitive that his honourable friend was fo too. How 
did this fort of inference operate againfb the right honourable 
gentleman himfelf. When he brought forward his plans of 
reform, he was ading at all points with the Duke of Rich«^ 
mond, the great apoftle of univerfal fuffrage ; and it was 
no very unreafonable fuppofition that his ve^ firft motion on 
the fubje6t of reform might have been concened with bis 
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Grace at Richmond Houfe* If then men’s intentions w&re to 
be canvaffed by fuppofed privity to the dcfigns of others, the 
privity of the right honourable gentleman to the Duke of 
Richmond’s fyftem of iiniverfal fuffrage could not be denied, 
and he muft be pronounced guilty by his own rule. 

The right honourable gentleman’s next objeftion was to the' 
mode; the very fame mode which he himfelf had adopted. 
On more mature confideration he had altered his mode ; but 
here he muft intercede for the right honourable gentleman**s]u«* 
ycRiIe judgement, and in particular requeft that he would not 
infift on dragging through the dirt all thofe who had fupp»)rtc(l 
him in his firft motion. What reafon he had for changing a 
motion, which he loft only by twenty voles, was perhaps bel- 
ter known to himfelf than to others ; but he had no right to 
fay that a motion of tlie (lime kind was more dangercjus now 
than his own in 1782. He who had fiipported all his motions 
for reform, thought. the fiift the lead ohjcclionablc of them all. 
The mode of proceeding lately infiftcd upon, that a Member 
who propofed the redrefs of any grievance muft move a fpecific 
remedy before the Houfe could take the grievance into confide- 
ration, w-as directly contrary to the moll approved parliamen- 
tary practice. The Member who moved for a Committee 
might go into it with a fpecific ilatemcnt, which he might fee 
reafon to alter, unlefs indeed the right honourable gentleman 
had got an exclufivc patent for altering opinions ; or the Com- 
mittee, fuppofing the grievance to be proved, might fuggeft a 
plan of their own, fubjeft, like every other, to future modifi- 
cation or rejeftion by the Houfe, w hen it appeared in the form 
of a bill. Such was the moft convenient and the moft ordi- 
nary mode of proceeding in all matters of great importance. 
Now what was the right honourable gentleman’s fpecific 
plan r He owed an apology to all thofe who voted for it, and 
to him (Ml . Fox) among the reft, and who, although they 
approved of a parliamentary reform, did not approve of hts 
particular plan, but trufted, that, when the general queftion 
was carried, they fhould be able to frame the plan in a lefs ex- 
ceptionable manner. Thefe were the precife conditions on 
v/hich he then called for the fupport of all who wiflied well to 
parliamentary reform ; and now he pietended to fay that, by 
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fn{)porting it, they pledged themfelves not to the general qucf- 
tion, but to the particular plan* The general rule was, for 
all who agreed on the exigence of a grievance, and the necef- 
fity of a remedy, to concur as far as they could, and then to 
debate the particulars at a more advanced flage. This was a 
fufficient anfvver ad hominem to the right honourable gentle- 
man, and to all the arguments againfl the mode. All thole 
whe wilhed well to the general fubjeft ought to concur in 
Ibpport of the prefent motion, and if that were carriedfthe 
fpccific plan would come properly under dlfcuflion in a future 
flage. 

Another objedion was to the time. When the right ho- 
nourable gentleman made his motion, he alledged, as the rea- 
fon for it, that there were no adequate means for fupporling a 
good Minifter, or of reprefling a bad one, without a reform in 
the reprefentation ; that to the inadequacy of the fyftem had 
the misfortune of the American war been owing ; and that it 
was necefTary to provide againll the nation’s falling into a 
fimilar calamity. What had lince happened to make the cala- 
mity lefs to be dreaded, or the precaution Icfs expedient ? 
Under the admin iilration of the Marquis of Rockingham, an 
adminifhation of which he approved, the right honourable 
gentleman firft propofed reform, and that too in a time of 
war. Under another adminiftration, of which he did not ap- 
prove, he again pn^pofed it, and in time of peace. On nei- 
ther of thefe occafions did he coniider the charadler of the Mi- 
nlftry as at all affacling the expediency of his motion, nor had 
he ever argued on it in that way. A third adminiftration fuc- 
ceeded, of which he certainly did not entertain a bad opinion, 
for he was at the head of it himfelf ; ftill he maintained, or 
faid he maintained, all the doftrines he had held before on the 
neceflity of reform. His reafon could not be that he diftrufted 
the virtue of the then Houfe of Commons, for it was a favou- 
rite Houfe of Commons, on all occafions much extolled by 
him. Such a favourite indeed, that his plan of reform was 
not to commence till after the diftblution of that Parliament. 
Thus, under all poflible circumftances of time, in time of 
war, in time of peace, under an adminiftration which had his 
confidence, under an adminiftration that had it not, and when 
he himfelf was Minifter, had the right honourable gentlemaa 
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agitated the queilion of reform. What was there now ^ 
make it improper for another to do that which it had been 
l^r^r for him to do in every variety of time and circum- 
ftances ? The profperity of the country was no argument 
J^inft reform, for it was not urged as a neceflary meafure to 
leftore profperity, but to give fecurity to the profperity which 
We enjoyed r That fecurity, by the right honourable gentle* 
inan’s own admifllon, no change of Minifters, nothing elfe 
cpuid give i for he had moved it when Minifter bimfelf, aiyl 
hs did not furely diftruft his own adminiftration. When hts 
honourable friend gave notice of his motion lad year — a part 
of his argument which had been very unfairly treated — he 
faid, that a time of national profperity and peace, as the Mi* 
nlder had deferibed that to be, mud be conlidered as favourable 
lor reviving the quedion of reform. Since then this unfortu- 
nate and mad war had been entered into, and his honourable 
friend faid, “ You who obje£led to my motion lad year, as 
improper in the feafon of profperity and peace, cannot now 
make the fame objeSion in the feafon of war, and much pub- 
lic didrefs.” This, which he adduced merely as an (fgumen- 
tum ad homines, to prove the inconfidency of his opponents, 
was attempted to be made a charge of inconfidency againd 
bimfelf. What obje£lion could the right honourable gentle* 
man raife to reviving the quedion of reform in a Houfe of 
Commons which he had found fo favourable to him on every 
other fubjeA? He would hardly venture to (ay that the 
Houfe of Commons had been fo univerfally complalfant to 
him, that he was fore they would never fopport a bad Minider. 
Had they often joined him in oppofing Miniders whom he 
thought bad, he might indeed fay that they would never foffer 
mifcondudl in a Minider ; but on nine years experience of 
fopport tQ his own adminidration, it would be rather too 
much to make the fame inference. There could be no objec- 
tion to the motion being made now, except that it was made 
by bis honourable friend indead of the right honourable gen- 
In the pride oI his new wifdom, his prefent felf felt 
fuch contempt for his former felf, that he could not look back 
on bis former conduct and opinions without a fort of infulting 
derifion. As Lord Foppington in the play faid, ** 1 begin to 
think that when I was a commoner, I was a very naulcoua 



DEBATES. 


495 


A. 1793. 

fellow fo the right honourable gentleioan began to tlunk« 
that when he was a reformer, he muft have been a very foolUH 
fellow : he might, neverthelefs, have retained fome degree of 
candour for his honourable friend, who had not yet received 
the new lights with which he was fo marveUoufly illuminated. 
If the right honourable gentleman had refted his objedions on 
the change of circumftances produced by the events in France, 
hU argument would have been rational, or at lead confident. 
But he appealed to the rccollc£lion of the right honourable 
gentleman, whether he had not in 1785 argued as earneflly 
againd univerfal reprefentation, and painted the dangers of it 
in colours as drong as he had done now? The events in 
France, therefore, had produced no aggravation of the danger 
in his riew of the fubjeft, but rather made it lefs, in as much 
as the example of its effe£ls in France had brought it into 
utter diferedit in the mind of every thinking man \ and what 
he had not confidered as an objeflion to his own motion in 
1785, he had no right to infid upon as an obje6lion to the 
motion of his honourable friend now. 

He had always dilliked univerfal reprefentation as much as 
the right honourable gentleman ; but^that dillike was no reafon 
for charging it with more mifehief than was fairly imputable 
to it. It had not been the caufe, as the right honourable gen • 
tleman alledged, of all the evils in France. The fird, or 
Condituting Adembly, W'as not defied on this plan, but on 
old ufages and old abufes ; yet that Alfembly had done fome 
of the mod unjudifiablc things done in France ; it had defpoil- 
cd the clergy without regard to fituation or charafier, and de- 
droyed .the nobility. The fecond, or lyCgiflative AlFjmbly, 
was not chofen by individual fuffrage ; for when the conditu- 
tion was framed, wild as the French were, they had laid many 
redrifiions on individual fuffrage, and made the didinfiion 
between afiive and inafiive citizens. It was, therefore, un* 
jud to aharge on it what was done by aflemblies defied before 
it was brought into ule. France, after doing great honour to 
herfelf by ihaking off her old intolerable defpotifm, had fince 
been governed by counfels generaHy unwife, and often wicked. 
But what had this to do with our reform? It had been faid, 
^t Freneh principles, though not more detedable than the 
principles of Ruffia, were more dangerous and more to be 

3 
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guankd againft, becaiife more fafcinating. Would any n^n 
aow lay that French principles were fafcinating i What then 
had'we to fear from what no man in his fenfcs would wilh to 
copy? 

A right honourable friend of his (Mr. Windham) had lad 
nighty in a rery eloquent, but very whimiical fpeech, endea- 
voured to prove that the majority was generally wrong. But 
when he came to anfwer fome objeAions of his own fugged* 
ing, he found himfelf reduced to fay, that, when he differed 
from the majority, he would confider himfelf as equally inde- 
pendent of the decifion of that majority as one independent 
country of the decifion of another, \vhich was jud to fay that 
he would put an end to focicty ; for where every individual 
was independent of the will of the red, no fociety could exid. 
It w'as fingular for him to defend the decifion of the majority, 
who had found it fo oiten againd him ; and he was in hopes 
that his right honourable friend would have {hewn him fome 
eafy way of folving the difficulty. His right honourable friend 
faid a wife man would look fird to the rpafon of the thing to 
be decided, then to force, or his power of carrying that deci- 
fion into effect, but never to the majority. He would fay, 
look fird, and look lad to the rcafonof the thing, without con- 
fidering whether the majority is likely to be for or againd you, 
and lead of all to force. He admitted that the majority might 
fometimvs oppiels the minority, and that the minority might 
bejudified in refifllng fuch oppreffion, even by force ; but as 
a general rule, though not without exception, the majority in 
every community mud decide for the whole, becaufe in human 
affairs there was no umpire but human reafon. The pre- 
fumption was allb that lUe majority w^ould be right ; for if 
five men were to decide by a majority, it was probable that 
the three would be right and the two WTong, of which, if 
they were to decide by force, there would be no probability at 
all. What was the criterion of truth but the general fenfe of 
mankind ? Even in mathematics we proceeded from certain 
axioms, of the truth of which we had no other proof .but that 
all mankind agreed in beljcving them. If, then, what all 
men agreed on was admitted to be true, there was a ftron^ 
wefumption tltat what many, or the majority, agreed on, was 
pue likcwifc. Even reverence for antiquity rerolved itfelf 
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into* this ; for what was it But confultiiig the decifiob fljht 
tnajoritjTi not of one or two generations^ Imt of inan^f 
concunence of which we juftly thought that we it 

greater certainty ? His objedion to univerfa] fuSrage was not 
diftnift of the decifion of the majority^ but becaufe there was 
no praftical mode of colleding fuch fuifrage, and that by at* 
tempting \t, what from the operation of hope on fome» feae 
on othersi and all the fidifter means of influence that would fo 
certainly be exerted, fewer individual opinions would be col* 
leded than by an appeal to a limited number. Therefore, 
holding fad to the right of the majority to decide, and to the 
natural rights of man, as taught by the French, blit much 
abufed by their praSicc, he would rcfift univerfal. fuffrage# 
Without attempting to follow his right honourable friend, 
when he propofed to foar into the (kies, or dive into the decp> 
to encounter his metaphyfical adverfaries, becaufe in fuch 
heights and depths the operations of the a<^ors were too re<* 
mote from view to be obferved with much benefit, he would 
red on practice, to which he was more attached, as being 
better underdood. And if by a peculiar ioterpoiition of Di* 
vine power, could be colleded all the wifed men of every age 
and of every cotintry into one afTembly, he did not believe that 
their united wifdom would be capable of forming even a tole* 
rable conditution. In this opinion he thought he was fup« 
ported by the unvarying evidence of hidory and obfervation— • 
another opinion he held, no matter whether erroneous or not, 
for he dated it only as an ilindration, viz. that the mod fkil'* 
ful architeA could not build, in the fird inftance, fo commo*** 
dious a habitation as one that had been originally intended for 
fome other ufe, and had been gradually improved by fuccellive 
alterations fuggeded by various inhabitants for its prefent pur* 
pofe. If then fo fimple a ftruAure as a commodious habita-* 
tion was fo difficult in theory, how much more difficult the 
ftrudure of a government ? One apparent exception might 
be mentioned, the Conditution of the United States of Ame- 
rica, which he believed to be fo excellently conftruded, and fo 
admirably adapted to their circumdances and fltuationi that it 
left us no room to boaft that our owii was the foie admiration 
of the world. The objeflion> however, was ohly apparent. 
They had not a conditution to build up (com the foundaium ; 
V<5 l.XXXV. jS 
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they had ours to work upon> and adapt to their own wantsiand 
purpofes. This was what the motion now recommended to 
the Houfe, not to pull down, but to work upon our Conftitu- 
tiotif to examine it with care and reverence, to repair it where 
deca]fed, to amend it where defedive, to prop it where it 
wanted fupport, to adapt it to the purpofes of the prefent time, 
as our anceftors had done from generation to generation, and 
always tranfmitted it not only unimpaired, but improved, to 
their pofterify. 

His right honourable friend (Mr. Windham) had faid, on 
a former oocafion^ (Mr. Flood’s motion), that if the conftitu- 
tion of the Houfe of Commons were that tho county of Mi J- 
dlefex alone eleSqd the reprefentatives for the whole kingdom, 
he would not confent to alter that mode of reprefentation, 
while he knew from experience that it had produced fiich be- 
nefits as we had long enjoyed. Now, fuppofe, for the fake 
of argument, that the county of Cornwall, fomewhat lefs likely 
to be a virtual reprefentative of the whole kingdom than Mid- 
dlefex, were, inflcad of fending forty-four Members to Par- 
liament, to fend the whole five hundred and fifty-eight, fuch a 
Houle of Commons might, for a time, be a proper check on 
the executive power, and watch over the intercits of the whole 
kingdom with as much care as thofe of Cornwall i but with 
fuch a Houle of Commons no argument would perfuade him 
to remain fatisfied, becaufe there was no fecurity that it would 
continue to do fo. The queftion now to be examined was. 
Did the Houfe of Commons, as at prefent conftituted, anfwcr 
the purpofes which it was intended to anfwcr ; and had the 
people any fecurity that it would continue to do fo ? To both 
branches of the queftion he anfwered decidedly in the negative. 
Before proceeding to the reafons on which he thus anfwered^ 
it was neceilary to fay a few words on the circumftanccs- 
which, in his opinion, would juftify a change. Many things 
(bort of adual fuffering would juftify not only a change, but 
even rcfiftance. When the difpute began with America, it 
was not becaufe it was held that the Britilh Parliament had aa 
legal right to tax America that the projed of uxing her was 
oppofed. The Amcricaiis indeed did maintain that the Britilh 
Parliament had no fuch right ; but he and many others who 
oppofed the meafure admitted the right, and he was ftill of the 
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fameppinion. What then was the ground of the oppefitidn ? 
It was not any a6lual fufiering on the part of the AmerfCtns i 
they themfelves allowed that the taxes attempted to he im* 
pofed were of the moft eafy and unoppreffive kind. But ai* 
though thefe taxes were fo^ they had no fecurity tfaiatlte^jr 
, and oppreilive taxes might not, at fome future pe^od, be ihi- 
pofed upon them by a legillative body, in which they had no 
reprefentation, with which they had no very clofe conne£tioii 
of etymon intereft, and over which they had no means of 
control. He, therefore, and thofe with whom he had the ho« 
nour to a£t, thought this want of fecurity, for what they were 
not then aHiamed to call the rights of man, a fufficient caufe 
of refiftance. They juitified the Americans in that glorious 
refiflance, for which they were then called the advocates of 
American rebels, as fome of them, though too familiar with 
fuch charges much to heed them, were now called the advo- 
cates of the French. That glorious refiftance was ultimately 
fuccefsful, and to that fuccefs would yet be owing the liberties 
of mankind, if in this country they (hould unhappily be fuf* 
fered to perilh. Jealoufy too was a good caufe of change, or 
even of refiftance — not jealoufy captious or malignant, but 
jealoufy founded on well-examined and rational grounds of 
fufpicion. Men were not bound to wait till their liberties 
were a£tually invaded ; prudence called for means of preven- 
tion and defence ; and, to juftify thefe, it was fufficient that 
they faw a clear poffibility of danger. 

Now, to (hew that the Houfe in its prefent (late was unfit 
for the fundlions which it ought to difeharge, he referred to 
the hiftory of the American war. It was dangerous to make 
a conceffion in argument, for on that conceffion was generally 
. built fome aifertion very different from what had been con- 
ceded. He had once admitted that the American war was po- 
pular in the beginning ; and on that had been built the affer- 
tion, that he had called it the war of the people. He never 
called, nor meant to call it fo ; for, in truth, it was nothing 
Icfs — ^it was the war of the Court. By the Court the projeft 
of taxing America was conceived, and the People were taught 
to believe that their money vrould be faved, and thqir burdens 
caied by a revenue drawn from another country. 

3 S a 
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Thus ^re thiey firft deluded, and then bribed by an appeal 
to their pockets, into an approbation of the fcheme of the 
Court. This was no allumption of his, for^ it was perfe611y 
well known, that when a confiderable addition to the (landing 
army was propofed, the country gentlemen were induced to 
agree to it, by hints that the expence would be defrayed from 
another quarter, inilead of failing upon them. In compliance 
with the wifhes of the Court, the Houfe pafTcd the memorable 
Stamp a^. The Stamp aO. was refided and repealed ^ and 
the repeal was as popular as the polling of it had been. Was 
this a prefumption, that the war was the war of the people ? 
Was It not, on the contrary, a clear proof that the people had 
no definite idea of the objeft of the war f When, by fubfe- 
quent ads of the fame nattire, and fimilar reiiftance on the 
part of America, the war was brought on, then indeed the in- 
dignation of the people was excited by the fuppofed ingratitude 
of the colonies to the mother country ; their palfions inflamed ; 
the love of military glory, natural to the minds of a great and 
brave nation, roufed ; and the war became popular. But the 
war itfclf was the ad of the Court, deluding the People by 
the fubferviency of the Houfe of Commons. The Houfe 
paiTed the Stamp ad ; the Houfe took all the other meafures 
that led to the war, and voted that it ihoiild be fupported, not 
as the organ of the People, but as the obedient fervant of the 
Court. What was a fuccefsful w'ar r he was fomewhat at a 
lofs to know. The American war, from the beginning, he 
had always called unfuccefsful ; but he was year* after year 
told that he was quite miflaken, and that the fuccefs was fully 
adequate to every reafonable expedation. At length came 
the final blow, the capture of Lord Cornwallis and his army 
- 7 - the war was acknowledged to be unfuccefsful, and the 
Houfe put an end to it, but not till fevcral years after the Peo^ 
plc had begun to fend up petitions and rcmonllrances againft 

it* 

In fome of the petitions on the table the accumulation of 
the public debt was imputed to the defed of the reprefenta- 
tion, and he was forry to fee fuch an abfurdity in them. The 
accumulation of the public debt was the neceifary confcquence 
of the wars which we had been obliged to maintain in defence 
ff Qur Conftitution and our national independence j and he 



for one had no fcruple in declaring, that every war itt. which 
we had been engaged, from the Revolution to the American 
war, was both juft and neceflTary. He would, tjierefore, ac- 
quit the Houfe of all the debt contradled, except for the Ame- 
rican war, and as much as might fairly be imputed to too re- 
mifs a fuperintendence of the expenditure of public money ; 
for all the debt contra&ed to fupporl the American war, after 
that war became unpopular, the Houfe of Commons was un- 
dpubtedly anfwerable. It was not enough for preventing 
wars that we were difpofed to cultivate peace, if our neigh- 
bours were not as peaceably difpofed as ourfelves. When, 
therefore, the petitioners talked of preventing wars, by re- 
forming the Houfe of Commons, they forgot that the work 
would be but half done, unlefs they could give as good a Con- 
ftitution to France as England would then be poflefled of. 
But when he mentioned this, he raifed no argument from it 
againft the general prayer for a reform in the reprefentation* 
A right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke), on prefenting his 
plan of conciliation with America in 1775, made a fpeech, in 
which the virtues and the efficacy of reprefentation were dif- 
played with a force and cleamefs unequalled. Were the peo- 
ple of Ireland uncivil! fed and unfubdued after a forcible poflef- 
lion of their country for ages, what was the remedy ? Repre- 
fentation. — Were the Welch in perpetual contention among 
themfelves, and hoftility to Englifhmen, what was the reme- 
dy? Reprefentation. — Were the co^jnties of Cheftcr and 
Durham full of difeontent and diforder, what was the reme- 
dy ? Reprefentation. — Reprefentation w’^as the univerfal pa- 
nacea, the cure for every evil. When the Engltfh Conftitu- 
tion had once arifen in their fight, all was harmony, within 
and without 

■ — Simul alba nautis 

Stella rcfulfit, 

Defluit faxis agitatus humor ; 

Concidunt venti, fugiuntque nubes ; 

Et minax (fix di voluere) ponto 
Unda recumbit. 

J^et gentlemen read this fpeech by day, knd meditate on it 
by night j let them perufeit again and again, ftudy it, imprint 
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it on thfir minds, imprefs it on their hearts ; they would there 
learn - that reprefentation was the foverei|;n remedy for eveiy 
diforderv the infallible lecurity againft pcqnilar (Ufcontent ; let 
thenv'le^o this, and give to the people not the unreal moc* 
keiy, but the efficient fubftance of reprefentation. 

He came next to confider the conduft of the Houle fioce 
the American war. When the India bill, which he had the 
honour to propde, was loft, was it becaufe the bill was un* 
popular ? By no means. Whatever odium had been after- 
wards excited againft it, the people had then exprefled no dis- 
approbation. The ri^t honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) 
had no hand in its defeat ; for, ready and able as he was to 
fpeab againft it, it palTed the Houfe of Commons by a great 
majority. By whom then was it thrown out 1 Let the merit 
be given to thofe to whom it belonged — ^it was thrown out by 
certain Bedchamber Lords, aSing under the diredion-of thofe 
who had accefs to advife the King. The difmiflion of the Mi- 
niftry followed tlie rejection of the bill, and the Houfe of 
Commons adhered to the difearded Minifters. The right ho- 
nourable gentleman would furely allow that the Houfe, in or- 
der to execute its fiioSions, ought to command refpedi. 
Did it rammand refped on diat occafion ? Was it refpcifted 
by the Crown, by the Peers, or by the People ? The advi- 
fers of the Crown difregaided its remonftrances ; the Peers 
came to refolutions cenfuring its proceedings ; and the People 
treated it not as their organ in Ute Conftitution, and the guar- 
dian of their rights, but as a fadion leagued to opprefs them, 
with whom they had no common intereft or common caufe. 
Since that period the Houfe had not only commanded refpefi, 
but praife, from thofe who were permitted to advile the 
Crown, not by oppofition, but by prompt obedience ; nut by 
a watchful and jealous guaidianlbip of the interefts of the 
People, but by implicit confidence in Minifters and pliant 
acquiefcence in the meafures of the Court. Thrice had that 
Houfe of Commons, which he Ihould never mention but with 
honour, refifted the influence of the Crown, and nothing then 
was talked of but a reform of Parliament. The Hoiife of 
Commons had been now for mne years a complaifantand con- 
fiding body, and the cry of reform from thofe who were for- 
merly the loudeft and moft aflive was heard no more., Refoma. 
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was then the only thing that could fave the Conftitution : tfie 
very found of reform was now pregnant with the moft imint- 
nent and gigantic danger. When that Houfe of Commons 
reflfted the influence of the Court, they were told that they 
were not the reprefentatives of the people, and that they were 
not fo chofen as they ought to be. The people felt that 
the charge was true in -part, and were eaflly induced to give 
credit to the whole. Had that Houfe of Commons been cho* 
Tea in a lefs obje6lionable manner, had the people confidered 
them as their reprefentatives, could they have been fo con- 
temptuoufly treated and fo ignominioufly dirmifled as they 
were? No ; the people would have feen that the caufe of 
their reprefentatives was the fame with their own : they would 
have given them their confidence and their fupport. But, it 
was faid, a Houfe of Commons fo chofen as to be a complete 
reprefentativc of the People, would be too powerful for the 
Houfe of Lords, and even for the King : they would aboUlh 
the one, and difmifs the other* If the King and the Houfe 
of Lords were unneceflary and ufelefs branches of the Cofifti« 
tution, let them be difmilTed and abolifhed ; for the peopfe 
were not made for them, but they for the people* If, on, the 
contrary, the King and the Houfe of Lords were felt and be-; 
lieved by the people, as he was confident they were, to be not 
only ufeful but eflential parts of the Conflitution, a Houfe of 
Commons, freely chofen by, and fpeaking the fentimeats of, 
the people, would cherifli and protect both within the bounds 
which the Conftitution had afligned them. In the Ruffian sir* 
mament, what had been the mode of proceeding i The MU 
nifter thought proper to arm agaitiil Ruflia, and the Houfe of 
Commons w^as called upon to vote the fupplies. Were they 
allowed to inquire into the neceflity of that armament, or to 
judge of its propriety i No ; they were told that to Minifters 
it belonged to judge, and to them to confide ; and on this im- 
plicit confidence they voted the fums demanded of them. In 
the mean time^ the people (hewed their difapprobation q£ % 
war with Ruflia ; the Minifter adopted their fentiments ; call^ 
ed on the Houfe of Commons to agree with him in this change 
4>f opinion, and the Houfe acqui^feed* He would neither aU 
low the Houfe of Commons to judge in the firft infUnc^, nor, 
through hicD> look for the opinion of the people in the fecond* 
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He was to colled the opinion of riie people^ and tell thoih 
who ought to be their reprefentatives, and the organs of their 
fentiments, what that opinion was. The leiTon thus held out 
to every man in the Houfe was this — If you look for ho- 
nour or for-power, you mull take care to conciliate the advi- 
fcrs of the Crown by a ready fubfcrviency to whatever they 
require. If you prefume to counterad them, you may enjoy 
the confeioufnefs of ferving the public without hope or re- 
ward ; but from power and fituation, from all the fair objeds 
of honourable ambition, you are for ever excluded.** 

Having thus (hewn that the Houfe of Commons, as now 
conftituted, w'as neither adequate to the due difeharge of its 
duties at prefent, nor afforded any fecurity that it would be fo 
in future, what remained for him to anfwer but general topica 
of declamation ? He had fufheient confij^ence in the maxims 
he had early learned, and fufficient reverence for the authors 
from whom he learned them, to brave the ridicule now at- 
tempted to be thrown upon all who avowed opinions that till 
wy lately had been received as the fundamental principles of 
liberty. He was ready to fay with Locke, that government 
ori^nated not only /ar, but from the people, and that the peo- 
ple were the legitimate fovereign in every community. If 
fuch writings as were now branded as fubverfivc of all govern- 
ment had not been read and ftudied, would the Parliament of 
1640 have done thofe great and glorious things, but for which 
we might have been now receiving the mandates of a defpot, 
like Germans, or any other flaves. A noble Lord (Morning- 
ton) had difeovered that RoulTeau, in his Social Contrad, had 
faid a very extravagant thing. He was not very well qualified 
to judge, for he had found the beginning of the Social Con- 
tradl fo extravagant, that he could not read it through ; but he 
believed it was one of the mod extravagant of that author’s 
works. He did not mean to fay that the noble Lord had pro- 
duced an extravagant faying from Roufleau as a novelty ; but 
it was fomewhat remarkable that an extravagant thing, from 
the mod extravagant work of an extravagant foreign author, 
fhould be produced as an argument againd a reform in the re- 
prefentation of the people ofGreat Britain. Reverence for an^ 
tiquity was then appealed tc;, and gentlemen were alked if 
would confent to alter that, which in formen times had 
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been produ&ive of fuch important acquifitions of liberty* 
With equal propriety our anceftors might have been aiked if 
they would alter that Confthution under which fo great aH 
acquifition to liberty as Magna Charta had been obtained S 
and yet| after the acquifition of Magna Charta, the conditiont 
of this country had been fuch as was rather to be execrated 
and detelled, than cherifhed and admired. When gentlemen 
talked of the danger of rafb innovation, and the great advan- 
tages of temperate and flow reform, they might find all they 
had* to fay anticipated in a much more pleafant treatife than 
any of their fpeeches, viz. the Tale of a Tub, where bro- 
ther Jack's tearing off the lace points and embroidery from 
his coat, at the hazard of reducing the coat itfelf to tatters, 
and brother Martin’s cautioufly picking up flitch by flitch,, 
exhibited an abflratfl of all their arguments on the fubjed. 
The feptennial ad, in the opinion of many, had been the 
means of preferving the Houfe of Brunfwick on the throne. 
But had fuch a Houfe of Commons as the prefent been then 
in being, what would have become of the Houfe of Brunf- 
wick and the Proteflant fucceifion ? What !” they would 
ha\e faid, adopt fo violent an innovation as feptennial 
inliead of triennial Parliaments; do you mean to fubvert 
the whole fabric of the Conftitution ? Triennial Parlia* 
meats were fandioned at the glorious epoch of the Revolu- 
tion ; to triennial Parliaments we owe all the profperiiy, all 
the glory of the reigns of King William and Qiieen Mary ; 
to triennial Parliaments are we indebted for the vidory of 
Blenheim.” — As rationally might they have faid, that to 
tiieiinial Parliaments they were indebted for the vidory of 
Blenheim, as it might be now faid, that to the right of Old 
Sariini to fend Members to Parliament wc were indebted for 
our annual exports being increafed feven millions. If to 
ft kIi i'ources as thefe national profperity was to be traced ; if 
for the cflence of our Conftitution we were to repair to a 
cottage on Saliibury Plain; or, for the fake of antiquity 
more reverend, let us take Stonehenge for Old Sarum ; then 
might we undertake pilgrimages to the facred fhrine, and tell 
each admiring ftranger, ** Look not for the caufes of ouc 
envied condition in the Tyfl^m of our government and laws ; 
Yi)L. X5;xv. 3 T 
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here Itfides the hallowed depoHt of all the happtnefs we en- 
t but if you move one of thefe nigged ftones from ano* 
the Britilh Conftitution is dtrown from its ba(is and 
levelled with the duft ." — A right honourable friend of his 
[Mr. Windham was Chairman of the Downton Committeej 
had been lately employed for many weary days in examining 
the divilions of burgage tenures, to be found in a trench at 
Downton. Harl it occurred to him, that in this trench he 
was fearching for the mod eilential principles of the Condi* 
tution, the invedigation would have been fomewhat lefs frk- 
fome, the labour fomewhat lefs fadidious. 

Thepe^tiou prefented faSs into which the Houfc was 
bound to inquire, both in its legiflative and its inquilitoiial 
capacity. In the petition it was affirmed, that Peers nomi- 
nated Members to feats in the Houfe ; and they had a dand- 
ing order that no Peer diould interfere in elc^ions. In the 
petition it was aflerted, that bribery and corniption were 
openly praAifed at eleflions ; and they had a danding order 
againd bribery and corruption. Let thofe fafts be inquired 
into, or thefe idle denunciations be expunged from their 
Journals. A Select Committee had reported bribery againd 
certain electors of Stockbridge ; and a bill of pains and pe~ 
nalties, which had been founded on that report, had been 
rqeded. He was not forty for it : he wiihed not to fee a 
poor man punilhed for felling his vote, while the fale of 
feats was connived at. The corruption of an individual 
voter was undoubtedly an evil, but finall in comparifon of 
the mifehievous effeds which the fale of feats mud produce 
on the minds of the fellers and tlie buyers, wliilc both of 
them knew that it was contrary to law. Let the Houfc in> 
quire aAd put a dop to fuch pnuSlices, or avow their expe- 
diency and repeal the laws that made them criminal. 

The latenefs of the hour, the cicarnefs of the caufe, and 
tlie danger of reje6llng the motion, rendered it unnecelfary 
for him to infill farther upon it. One word only with re- 
lpe£l to the time. It was triumphantly faid, by gentlemen 
oti the other fide, that ninety-nine out of every hundred of 
the people of England were well afieAed to the ConlUtu- 
don, and lie believed that they were right. Where then was 
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the dangw of inqtiiring into the defeats of the Cooftitutioa 
'with a yiew of correAing them i Could .they hope for fome 
golden period, in which the proportion of the ill-aSoSed 
would be lefs than as one to ninety-nine ? The objeAion to 
the time was therefore a fallacy, a mere preteiA for putting off 
what the Houfe could not help feeing to be neceflary, but 
felt unmlling to begin. This manner of poftponing, on the- 
moft frivolous pretences, what could not be denied to be fit, 
was* more properly the objeft of ridicule than of argument t 
the time muft come when the Houle would be unable to diA 
guife, even from themfelves, the neceflity of inquiring into 
the ftate of the reprefentation ; and then too, perhaps, they 
might give room for a new application of the poet’s nuUery 
on an individual 

Let that be w'rought which Mat doth lay : 

Yea, quoth the Erie, but not to-day.” 

Mr. WINDHAM faid a few words in explanation. 

Several Members rofe to fpeak, but the Houfe calling loudly 
for the queftion, it was put, and the Houfe divided ; 

For referring the petition to a Committee, 41 
Againft it, - aSa 

The Houfe adjourned. 
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The following is an authentic Copy of the Petition, praying 
for a Reform in Parliament, prefented to the Houfe by 
Mr. Grey : 


the Honourable the Commons of Great Britain^ in 
Parliament ajjcmbledl 

The humble Petition, &c. flieweth, 

That, by the form and fpirit of the P>ritilli Conftitu- 
tion, the King is vefied with the foie executive power. 

That the Houfe of Lords confifrs of Lords Spiritual and 
Temporal, deriving their titles and confequence either from 
the Crown, or from hereditary privileges. 

That thefe two powers, if they adted without control, 
would form either a defpotic monarchy, or a dangerous 
oligarchy. 

That thd wifdom of our anceftors hath contrived that 
thefe authorities may be rendered not only harmlefs, but 
beneficial, and be exercifed for the fecurity and happinefs of 
the people. 

That this fecurity and happinefs are to be looked for in 
the introdudlion of a third eflate, diftinft from, and a 
check upon, the other two branches of the Legiflature; 
created by, reprefenting, and refponfible to, the people them- 
felves. 

That fo much depending upon the prefervation of this 
third eftatc, in fuch its conftitutional purity and flrength, 
your petitioners are reafonably jealous of whatever may ap- 
pear to vitiate the one or to impair the other. 

That at the prefent day the Houfe of Commons does not 
fully and fairly reprefent the people of England, which, 
confifiently with what your petitioners conceive to be the 
principles of the Conftitution, they confider as a grievance, 
and therefore, with all becoming refpedf, lay their com- 
plaints before your honourable Houfe. 

That though the ^rms in which your petitioners ftate 
their grievance may be looked upon as ftrong, yet your ho- 
nourable Houfe is entreated to believe that no expreffion is 
piade ufe of for the purpofe of offence. 

Your petitioners in affirming that your honourable Houfe 
is not an adequate reprefentation of the people of England, 
do but ftatc a faft, which, if the word reprefentation ” be 
accepted in its fair and obvious fenfe, they are ready to 
prove^ and which they think detrimental to their xnlff^ 
aitd contrary to the fpirit of the Conftitution. 



PARLIAMENTARY 


S*« 


A. I79J. 


How far this inadequate reprefentation is prejudicial to 
their intereft89 your petitionm apprehend they may be al« 
lowed to decide for themfelves ; but how far it is contrary 
to the fpirit of the Conftitution^ they refer to the confi* 
deration of your honoui^able Houfe. 

If your honourable Houfe (hall be pleafed to determine 
that the people of England ought not to be fully repre* 
Csnted, your petitioners pray that fuch your determination 
may be made known, to the end that the people may be ap- 
prized of their real lituation ; but if your honourable Hoqfe 
ihall conceive that the people are already fully reprefented, 
then your petitioners beg leave to call your attention*to the 
following fa£ls : 

Your petitioners complain, that the number of reprefen. 
tatives affigned to the different counties is grofsly difpropor* 
tioned to their comparative extent, population, and trade* 

Your petitioners complain, that the elefiive franchife is 
fo partially and unequally diftributed, and is in fo many in* 
ftances committed to bodies of men of fuch very limited 
numbers, that the Majority of your honourable Houfe is 
eledled by lefs than fifteen thoufand eledlors, which, even 
if the male adults in the kingdom be efti mated at fo low a 
number as three millions, is not more than the two hun« 
dredth part of the people to be reprefented. 

Your petitioners complain, that the right of voting is 
regulated by no uniform or rational principle. 

Your petitioners complain, that the exercife of the elec* 
five franchife is only renewed once in feven years. 

Your petitioners thus diftindly fiate the fubjedt matter of 
their complaints, that your honourable Houfe may be con- 
vinced that they are afling from no fpirit of general difeon- 
tent, and that you may with the more eafe be enabled to 
inquire into the fadls, and to apply the remedy. 

For the evidence In fupport of the firft complaint, your 
petitioners refer to the return book of your honourable 
Houfe.— Is it fitting, that Rutland and Yorkfliire ihould 
bear an fqual rank in the fcale of county reprefentation ; or 
can it be right, that Cornwall alone fiiould, by its extra* 
vagant proportion of borough Members, outnumber not 
only the rcprefeniatives of Yorkfhire and Rutland together, 
but of ' Middlefex added to them i Or, if a diftindtion be 
taken between the landed and the trading interafls, muft 
it not appear monftrous that Cornwall and Wihfhire 
fliould fend more borough Members to Parliament, than 
Yorkfliire, Lancafliire, W;vrwicklhire, Middlefex, Wbr* 
oefterfhire, and Somerfetihire united ? and that the total 
reprefentation gi all Scotland ihould but exceed by on# 
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Member, the number returned for a fingle count j in En^ 

land ? 

The fecond complaint of your petitioners, is founded on 
the unequal proportions in which the eleflive franc^fe if 
diftributed, and in fupport of it. 

They affirm, that feventy of your honourable Members 
are returned by thirty-five places, where the right of voting 
is veiled in burgage and other tenures of a fimilar defcrip- 
tion, and in which it would be to trifle with the patience 
bf your honourable Houfe, to mention any number of voters 
whatever, the elections at the places alluded to being noto* 
rioully a mere matter of form. And this your petitioners 
are ready to prove. 

They affirm, that in addition to the feventy honourable 
Members fo chofen, ninety more of your honourable Mem- 
bers are elefled by forty-iix {>laces, in none of which the 
number of voters exceeds fifty. And this your petitioners 
are ready to prove. 

They affirm, that in addition to the hundred and fixty 
fo eledled, thirty-feven more of jour honourable Members 
are ele6led by nineteen places, in none of which the number 
of voters exceeds one hundred. And this your petitioners 
are leady to prove. 

They affirm, that in addition to the hundred and ninety- 
feven honourable Members fo chofen, fifty- two more are re- 
turned to ferve in Parliament by twenty-fix places, in none 
of which the number of voters exceeds two hundred. And 
this your petitioners are ready to prove. 

They affirm, that in addition to the two hundred and 
forty-nine fo elefled, twenty more are returned to fervei 
in Parliament for counties in Scotland, by lefs than one 
hundred eledlors each, and ten for counties in Scotland bV 
lefs than two hundred and fifty each. And this your prti- 
tioners are ready to prove, even admitting the validity of 
fidlitious voles. 

They affirm, that in addition to the two hundred and fe- 
venty- nine fo elefled, thirteen diftriiSls of burghs of Scot- 
land, not containing one hundred voters each, and two dif- 
trifls of burghs, not containing one hundred and twenty- 
five each, return fifteen more honourable Members. And 
this your petitioners are ready to prove. 

And in this manner, according to tlie prefent flate of the 
reprefentation, two hundred and ninety- four of your honou- 
rable Members are chofen, and, being a mnjorlly of the er- 
tire Houfeof Commons, are enabled to decide all queflions 
in the name of the wliole people of England and Scotland. 

The third complaint of your petitioners is founded on the. 
prefent complicated rights of yoting. From the caprice 



P A R L FAME NTART 


Si* 


A. 1793; 


wich which they have been varied, and the obfcurity in 
which they have become involved by time and contradic- 
tory decilioiis, they are become a^fource of infinite con- 
fufioy, litigation, and expence. 

Your petitioners need not tender any evidence of the in- 
conveniences which ariie from this defedl in the reprefenta- 
tion, becaufe the proof is to be found in your Journals, 
and the minutes of the different Committees who have been 
appointed under the lOth and nth of the King. Your ho- 
nourable Houfe is but too well acquainted with the tedious, 
intricate, and expenfive fcencs of litigation which have been 
brought before you, in attempting to fettle the legal import 
of thofe numerous diflin<flions which perplex and confound 
the prefent rights of voting. How many months of your 
valuable time have been wailed in liftening to the wrang- 
ling of lawyers upon the various fpecies of burgagehold, 
lealehold, and freehold ! How many Committees have 
been occupied in inveftigntiiig the nature of fcot and lot, 
pot wallers, commonalty, populary, refiant inhabitants, and 
inliabitants at large ! What labour and refearch have been 
employed in endeavouring to afcertain the legal claims of 
borough- men, aldermen* port-men, feledf-men, burgeffes, 
and council men ! And what confufion has arifen from the 
complicated operation of clalbing charters, from freemen re- 
iidcnt and non-rehdent, and from the different modes of 
obtainislg the freedom of corporations by birth, by fervi- 
tude, by marriage, by redemption, by eleftion, and by pur- 
clial'e ! On all thefe points it is, however,* needlefs for your 
petitioners to enl irge, when your honourable Houfe recoU 
ledts the following fails; namely, that finre the tw^nty-le- 
cond of IJecemlier, J790, no Icfs than twenty-one Com- 
mittees linv'e Ureii cm : 'loved in deciding upon litigated rights 
of voting. Of thele, eight w^eie occupied with the difputes 
of three boroughs, and there are petitions from four places 
yet remaining before your ht)nour.ihle Houfe, waiting for 
a final deciiion to inVv>im the eleclors what their rights 
really are. 

But the complaint of your petitioners on the fubjeil of 
the want of an uniform and equitable principle in regula-* 
ting the right of voting, extends as well to the arbitrary 
manner in which fome are excluded, as to the intricate 
qualifications by which others are admitted to the exercifo. 
of that privilege. 

Religious opinions cre.ate an incapacity to vote. All Pa- 
pifts are excluded generally, and, by the operation of the 
l eft Laws, Proteftant Diffenters are deprived gf a voice in 
the eleflion of reprefent.atives in about thirty boroughs, 
where the right of voting is confined to corporate officers 
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alone ; a deprivation the more unjnAiiiable, becanfci though 
confidered as unworthy to vote^ they are deemed capable 
being eledled^ and may he the reprefentatives of the very 
places for which they are difqualified from beings the 
eledlors. 

A man poflefled of one thoufand pounds per annum, or 
any other fum, arifmg from copyhold, leafehold for ninety- 
nine years, trade, property in the public funds, or even 
freehold in the city of London, and many other cities and 
towns having peculiar jurifdiiSlions, is not thereby entitled 
to ATote. Here again a ftrange diAin£l:ion is taken between 
elefling and reprefenting, as a copyhold is a fufEcient qua-^ 
lification to fit in your honourable Houfe. 

A man paying taxes to any amount, how great foever, 
for his domeilic eftablifhment, does not thereby obtain a 
right to vote, unlefs his refidence be in fome borough where 
that right is vefted in the inhabitants. This exception ope- 
rates in fixty places, of which twenty eight do not contain 
three hundred voters each, and the number of houfeholders 
in England and Wales (exclufive of Scotland,) who pay 
all taxes, is 714,91 1, and of houfeholders who pay all taxes^ 
but the Houfe and window taxes, is 284,4^9, as appears by 
a return made to your honourable Houfe in 1785; fo that, 
even fuppofing the fixty places above mentioned to con- 
tain, one with another, one thoufand voters in each, there 
will remain 939,370 houfeholjjers who have no voice in tlie 
reprefentation, unlefs they have obtained it by accident or 
by purchafe. Neitlier their contributions to the public bur- 
dens, their peaceable demeanor as good fubjefls, nor their 
general refpeftability and merits as ufeful citizens, afford 
them, as the law now Hands, the fmalleft pretenfions to 
participate in the choice of thofe who, under the name of 
their reprefentatives, may difpofe of their fortunes and 
berties. 

In Scotland, the grievance arifing from the nature of the 
rights of voting, has a different and ftill more intolerable 
operation. In that great and populous dlvifion of the king- 
dom, not only the great mafs of the houfeholders, but of 
the landholders alfo, are excluded from all participation in 
the choice of reprefentatives. By the remains of the feudal 
fyftem in the counties, the vote is fevered from the land, 
and attached to what is called the fuperiority. In other 
words, it is taken from the fubftance, and transferred to the 
ihadow, becaufe, though each of thefe fuperiorities muft, 
with very few exceptions, arife from lands of the prefent 
annual value of four hundred potinds fterliog,* yet it is not 
neceflary that the lands ihould do more than give a name to 
the fuperiofity, the pofleffbr of which may retain the right 
f 3 ^ 
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And on' the oth^ handi great landholders have"^ means 
afibrded them by the fame fyftem} of adding to their in- 
fluence^ without expence to themfelves, by communicating 
to their confidential friends the privily of electing Mem* 
bers to ferve in Parliament. I'he procefs by which this 
operation is performed is fimple. He who wifhes to in- 
creafe the number of his dependent votes, farrenders his 
charter to the Crown, and, parcelling out his eilate into 
as many lots of four hundred pounds per annum, as may be 
convenient, conveys them to fuch as he can confide* in. 
To thefe, new charters are, upon application, granted by 
the Crown, fo as to ere^ each of them into a fuperiority, 
which privilege once obtained, the [und itfelf is reconveyed 
to the original grantor; and thus the reprefentatives of the 
landed intereft in Scotland may be chofen by thdfe who 
have no real or beneficial intereft in the land. 

Such is the fituation in which the counties of Scotland 
are placed. With refpedl to the burghs, every thing that 
bears even the femblance of popular choice, has long been 
done away. The eleftion of Members to ferve in Parlia^ 
ment is vefted in the Magiftrates and Town Councils, who, 
having by various innovations, conilituted themfelves into 
fclf-ele6lcd bodies, inftead of Officers freely chofen by the 
inhabitants at large, have deprived the People of all partici- 
pation in that privilege, the free exercife of which affords 
the only fecurily they can poflefs for the prolefiiion of their 
liberties and property. 

The fourth and laft complaint of your petitioners is the 
length of the duration of Parliaments. Your honourable 
Houfe knows, that by the ancient laws and ftatutes of this 
kingdoni frequent Parliaments ought to be held; and that 
the fixth of William and Mary, c. 2. (fince repealed) fpeak- 
ing while the fpirit of the Revolution was yet warm, declared, 
that frequent and new Parliaments tend very much to the 
kappy union and good agreement between King and People;*? 
and enaifted, that no Parliament fhould laft longer than three 
years. * Your petitioners, without prefumiiig to add to fuch 
an autbority by any obfervations of their own, humbly pray 
that Parliaments luy not be continued for feven years. 

Your petitioners have thus laid before you the fpecific 
grounds of ccinipiaint, from which they conceive every evil 
tin the reprefeiitaCioii tb fpring, and on wbidi they think 
every abufe and inconvenience is founded* 

' What thofe abufes aae, and how great that inconvenience 
^ tc becomes your petitibners to flate, as the beft meant 
wf jurying their prefeot application to your honourable 
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Your pisthioners thto iiiEroi^ that from the combined opO* 
•Tation of the defedls they have pointed out, arife thofe fceOes 
of confufioti, litigation, and expence which fo dil^ace the 
name, and that extenlive fyftem of private patronage which 
is fo repugnant to the fpirit of free reprefentation« 

Your petitioners intrealf of your honourable Houle to 
confider the manner in which eledlions are Condudled, and 
to refled upon the extreme inconvenience to which eleAora 
are expofed, and the intolerable expence to which candidates 
are fubjedled. 

Your honourable Houfe knows that tumults, diforders, 
outrages, and perjury, are too often the dreadful attendants 
on conteftcd eledions as at this time carried on. 

Your honourable Houfe knows that polls are only taken in 
one fixed place for each county, city, and borough, whether 
the number of voters be ten or ten thoufand, and whether 
they be refident or difperfed over England. 

Your honourable Houfe knows that polls, however few 
the ele6lors, may by law be continued for fifteen days, and 
even then be fubjedled to a fcrutiny* 

Your honourable Houfe knows that the management 
and conduA of polls is committed to returning officers, who, 
from the very nature of the proceedings, muft be invefied 
with extenfive and difcretionary powers, and who, it appears 
by every volume of your Journals, have but too often ex* 
ercifed tliofe powers with the moft grofs partiality and the 
moft fcandalous corruption. 

Of ele£lions arranged with fuch little regard to the accom* 
modation of the parties, acknowledged to require fuch a 
length of time to complete, and trailed to the fuperinten* 
dance of fuch fufpicious agents, your petitioners might ea- 
fily draw out a detail of the expence. But it is unneceflary. 
The fadt is too notorious to require proof, that fcarce an in* 
fiance can he produced where a Member has obtained a dif- 
pufed (eat in Parliament at a lefs cod than from two to five 
thoufand pounds; particular cafes are not wanting where ten 
limes thefe fums have been paid; but it is fufficient for your 
petitioners to affirm, and to be able to prove it if denied, that, 
fuch is the expence of a conteiled return, that he who fhould 
become a candidate with even greater funds than the law 
requires him to fwear to as his qualification to fit in your ho« 
nourable Houfe, muft either relinquiA his pretenfions on the 
appearance of an eppofition, or fo reduce his fortune in the 
conteft, that be could not take his feat without periury. 

The revifion of the original polls bdfore the Committeos 
of your honourable Houfe, upon appeals from the dectfione 
of tlie returning officers, affords a frefli fource of vexation 
and expenleto all parties. Your honourable Houfe know% 
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that the complicated rights of YOting, and the (hameful 
pradices which difgrace eleAion proce^ings, have fo loaded 
your table with petitions for judgement and redrefs, that one 
half of the ufual duration of a Parliament has fcarcely been 
fafficient to fettle wlio is entitled to fit for the other half; and 
it was not till within the laft two months that your honou- 
rable Houfe bad an opportunity of difcovering, that the two 
gentlemen who fat and voted near three years as the repre- 
fentatives of the Borough of Stockbridge, had procured thenv 
felves to be eledled by the moft fcandalous bribery, and 
that the two gentlemen, who fat and voted during as long 
a period for the Borough of Great Grimfby,. had not been 
elected at all. 

In truth, all the mifchiefs of the prefent fyftem of repre- 
fentation are afcertained by the difficulties which even the 
zeal and wifdom of your honourable Houfe experiences in 
attending to the variety of complaints brought before you. 
I hough your Committees fit five hours every day from the 
time of their appointment, they generally are unable to come 
to a decifion In lefs than a fortnight, and very frequently are 
detained from thirty to forty days. The Weftminfter cafe 
in 1789, will even furnifh your honourable Houfe with an 
iiifiance, where, after deliberating forty-five days, a C'om* 
mittee gravely refolved, that, from an attentive confide- 
ration of the circumfiances .relating to the caufe, a final 
decifion of flie buftnefs before them could not take place in 
the courfe of the feffion, and that not improbably the whole 
of the Parliament” (having at that time near two years longer 
to fit) ‘‘ might be confumed in a tedious and cxpenfive liti- 
gation;” and they recommended it to the petitioners toi 
withdraw their petition, which, after a fruitlefs perfeveranca 
of above three months, they were aflually obliged to fub- 
mit to. 

Your petitioners will only upon this fubjefl further add, 
that the exoence to each of the parties, who have been ei- 
ther plaintiff* or defendant in petitions tried before your ho- 
nourable Houfe in the prefent feffion, has, upon an average, 
amounted to above one hundred pounds per day; and that 
the Attornies* bills in one caufe, the trial of which in point 
of form only lafted two days, and in point of fa£f only fix 
hours, amounted to very near twelve hundred pounds* And 
this your petitioners are ready to prove. 

Your petitioners moft now beg leave to call the attention 
of your honourable Houfe to the greateft evil produced by 
tbefe defefls in the imrefegtation of which they complain, 
namely, the extent of private Parliamentary patronage; an 
abufe which, obvioufly tends to exclude the great mafs of 
tke people from any uibftaatial influence in the eledlion of 
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the Houfe of Commonsi and which, in its progrefs, tbrai* 
tens to ufurp the fovereignty of the country, to the equal 
danger of the King, of the Lords, and of the Commons. 

1 he patronage of which your petitioners complain, is 
of two kinds-: That which arifes from the unequal diftri- 
bution of the eledlive franchife, and the peculiar rights of 
voting by which certain places return Members to ferve in 
Parliaments; and that which arifes from the expence attend- 
ing contefted eledlions, and the confequent degree of power 
acquired by wealth. 

By thefe two means, a weight of parliamentary influence 
has been obtained by certain individuals, forbidden by tho 
fpirit of the laws, and in its confequences moll dangerous to 
the liberties of the people of Great Britain. 

The operation of tlie firft fpecies of patronage is dire6l, 
and fubje6l to pglitive proof. Eighty-four individuals do by 
their own immediate authority fend one hundred and fifty-feven 
of your honourable Members to Parliament. And this 
your petitioners are ready, if the fa£l be difputed, to prove, 
and to name the Members and the Patrons. 

The fecond fpecies of patronage cannot be Ihewn with 
equal accuracy, though it is felt with equal force. 

Your petitioners are convinced, that, in addition to the 
one hundred and fifty-feven honourable Members above 
mentioned, one hundred and fifty more, making in the whole 
three hundred and feven^ are returned to your honourable 
Houfe, not by the colledled voice of thofe whom they appear 
to reprefent, but by the recommendation of feventy powerful 
individuals, added to the eighty-four before mentioned, and 
making the total number of patrons altogether only one hun- 
dred and fifty-four j who return a decided majority of your 
honourable Houfe. 

If your honourable Houfe will accept as evidence the com- 
mon report and general belief of the counties, cities, and bo- 
roughs, which return the Members alluded to, your petition^ 
ers are ready to name them, and to prove the fa£l ; or if the 
Members in queflion can be made parties to the inquiry, 
your petitioners will name them, and be governed by the 
teftimony which they therofelves fhall publicly give.— 
But if neither of thefe proofs be thought confiflent with 
the proceedings of your honourable Houfe, then your pe- 
titioners can only afifert their belief of the fa£l, which they 
hereby do in the mofl folemn manner, and on the moll de- 
liberate convi&ion. 

Your petitioners entreat your honourable Houfe to believe, 
that in complaining of this fpecies of influence, it is not their 
int<;ntion ordefire to decry pr to condemn that juft and na- 
tural attachment which they, who are enabled by their 
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tune^ and indiiied by their difpolition^ to apply great nlieans 
to honourable and benevolent ends, will always infure to 
themfelves* What your petitioners complain of is, that 
property, whether well or ill employed, has equal power ; 
that the prefent fyftem of reprefentation gives to it a de* 
gtee of weight which renders it independent of charader ; 
enables it to excite fear as well as procure refpeft, and 
confines the choice of eledors within the ranks of opulence; 
becaufe, though it cannot make riches the foie objed of 
their afiedion and confidence, it can and does throw ph^ 
Aacles^ almoft infurmountable, in the way of every man who 
is not rich, and thereby fecures to a feledt few the capability 
of becoming candidates themfelves, or fupporting the pre- 
tentions of others. Of this your petitioners complain 
loudly, becaufe they conceive it to be highly unjuft, that, 
while the language of the law requires from a Candidate no 
greater eftate, as a qualification, than a few hundred pounds 
per annum, the operation of the law fbould difqualify 
every man whofe rental is not extended to thoufands ; and 
that, at the fame time that the Legiflature appears to give 
the Eledors a choice from amongft thofe who pofiefs a 
moderate and independent com|)etence, it ftiould virtually 
compel them to cbufe from amongft thofe who themfelves 
abound in wealth, or are fupported by the wealth of others. 

Your petitioners are the more alarmed at the progrefs 
of private patronage, becaufe it is rapidly leading to confe* 
quences which menace the very exiftence of the Conftitution. 

At the commencement of every fef&on of Parliament, your 
honourable Houfe affingup to the laudable jealoufy of your 
predeceflbrs, and fpeaking the pure, conftitutional language 
ofaBritifh Houfe of Commons, refolve, as appears by your 
journals, ** That no Peer of this realm hath any right to 
give his vote in the Eledlion of any Member to fervc 
in Parliament and alfo, That it is a high infringement 
upon the liberties and privileges of the Commons of Great 
Britain, for any Lord of Parliament, or any Lord Lieu- 
tenant of any county, to concern themfelves in the Elec- 
tions of Members to ferve for the Commons in Parlia- 
ment/^ 

Your petitioners inform your honourable Houfe, and are 
ready to prove it at your bar, that they have the moft rea- 
fonable grounds to fufped that no lefs than one hundred and 
^ty of your honourable Members owe their ele 61 i.ons entirely 
to the interference of Peers ; and your petitioners are prepare 
to ftiew by legal evidence, that forty Peers, in defiance of 
your refolutions, have poflefled themfelves of fo many 
burgage tenures, and obtained fuch an abfolute^and uncon* 
trotted command in very many fmalllmrbughs m the king- 
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4om, as to be enabled by their own pofitive authorilf to 
return eighiy-on^ of your honourable Members. 

y our petitioners will) however) urge this grievance of the 
interference of Peers in elefiions no farther) becaufe they 
are fatisfiec} that it is unneceflary. Numbers of your ho« 
pourable Members muft individually have known the fad) 
but coUedively your honourable Houfe has undoubtedly 
been a Granger to it. It is now brought before you by thofe 
who tender evidence of the truth ol what they alTert) and 
they conceive it would be improper in them to alk that by 
petHion, which muft be looked for as the certain xefult of 
your own honourable attachment to your own liberties and 
privileges. 

' Your petitioners have thus laid before your honourable 
HoufC) what the mifchiefs are which arife from the pre- 
fent ftate of the reprefentation, and what they conceive to 
he the grounds of thofe mifchiefS) and therefore pray to have 
removed. 

They now humbly beg leave to offer their reafonS) why 
they are anxious that fome remedy fhould be immediately 
applied* 

Your petitioners truft they may be allowed to ftate, be- 
caufe'they are ready to prove, that feats in your honour- 
able Houle are fought for at a moft extravagant and increaf- 
ing rate of expence. 

What can have fo much augmented the ambition to fit 
ill your honourable Houfe, your petitioners do not prefume 
adually to have difcovered ; but the means taken by Candi- 
dates to obtain, and by Eledors to beftow, that honour, 
evidently appear to have been increafing in a progreftive 
degree of fraud and corruption* Y our petitioners are in- 
duced to make this aftertion, by the Legiflature having found 
jt neceffary, during the laft and prefent reigns, fo much to 
fwell the otatute Book with laws for the prevention of thofe 
offences. 

As far as conjedure can lead your petitioners, they muft 
fuppofe, that the increafed National debt, and the confe- 
iquent increafe of influence, are the caufes of the increafed 
e:^ernefs of individuals to become Members of the Houfe 
of Commons, and of tlieir indifference as to the means 
ufed to gratify their fpeculations. To prove that they do not 
ftate this wantonly, or without fubfiantial grounds, they 
humbly beg to call your attention to the following table, 
all the vouchers for which aie to be found in the Journals 
of your honourable Houfe, or ip different ads of Parlia* 
menu 
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It is upon this evidence of the increafe of taxes, eftablilh- 
mentSy and influence^ and the increafe of laws found necef- 
fary to repel the increafing attacks upon the purity and free- 
dom of ele<^ions, that your petitioners conceive it high 
time to inquire into the premifes. 

Your petitioners are confident that In what they have 
llated^ they are fupported by the evidence of fadts, and 
they truft that, in conveying thofe fafls to your honourable 
Houfe, they have not been betrayed into the language of 
reproach, or difrefpeft. Anxious to preferve in its purity 
a Conftitution they love and admire, they have thought it 
their duty to lay before you, not general fpeculations de- 
duced from theoretical opinions, but pofitive truths, fuf- 
ceptible of dire6l proof; and if in the performance of this 
talk, they have been obliged to call your attention to plTer- 
tions which you have not been accuftomed to hear, and which 
they lament that they are compelled to make, they intreat 
the^indulgence of your honourable Houfe. 

Your petitioners will only further trefpafsupon your time, 
while they recapitulate the obje61s of their prayer, which 
are, 

That your honourable Houfe will be plcafed to take fuch 
meafures, as to your wifdom may feem meet, to remove 
the evils arifing from the unequal manner in which the 
diiFerent parts of the kingdom are admitted to participate 
in the reprefentatiom 

To correft the partwl diftribution of the eledlive fran- 
chife, which commits the choice of reprefentatives to fele£l 
bodies of men of fuch limited numbers as renders them an 
cafy prey to the artful, or a ready purchafe to the wealthy. 

To regulate the right of voting upon an uniform and equi- 
table principle. 

And finally, to Ihortcn the duration of Parliaments, and 
by removing the caufes of that confufion, litigation, and 
expence, with which they are at this day conduced, to 
render frequent and new eleftions, what our anceftors at 
the revolution alTerted them to be, the means of a happy 
union and good agreement between the King and People. 


And your Petitioners Jhall ever pray. 
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Wednejday^ %th May. 

Mr. ROSE brought up the report of the Committee of the 
whole Houfe on the trade and Government of India. * The 
refblutions were read and agreed to^ and a bill or bills was or- 
dered to be brought in purfuant to the refolutions. 

Mr. WHARTON gave notice, that on Thurfday fornight 
he Ihould move for a Committee, to inquire what was the 
Conftitution of this country as eftablifhed at the revolution, 
how much of it remained to us at this day, and what are the 
proper means of reftoring it to its original purity. 

The, Houfe adjourned. 

Thurfday^ c^th May. 

Bills were brouglit in in purfuance of the refolutions of the 
Committee of the whole Houfe upon the Government and 
trade of India. Thefe bills were read a iirfl time ; and after 
a fliort converfation between Mr. Secretary Dundas and Mr. 
Fox, they were ordered to be read a fccond time to-morrow. 

Mr. GREY faid, he lliould Rate to gentlemen on the other 
fide of tlie Houfe certain circumftances which, in his opinion, 
deferved their moft ferious attention ; although, at the prefent 
moment h 6 had nothing to move upon themr himfelf. The 
fubjcdl to Which he alluded was the praftice of impreffing fea- 
men into the fervice of the navy of this country ; upon the le- 
gality or illegality of that pradtice he llioiild fay nothing at the 
prefent moment, bccaufc whatever opinion he might have upon 
that quedion, he had no doubt of the neceillty of the pradtice 
at this time ; he muft however fay, that he hoped fome remedy 
would hereafter be found to the general evil that refulted from 
that pradlice, for to fay the bed of it, and after all the cohfi- 
deration that could be given to the neceffity. on which it was 
founded, it was a pradlice utterly repugnant to the general 
principles of a free Conditution. Having made thefe general 
obfervations, he came now to fpecify the fadls on which he fo- 
licited the atterttion of the Houfe, On the morning of Saturn 
day the 26th of April lad, the town of Shields was furrounded 
by the military, the inhabitants were overawed, and a prefs 
gang appeared \ they entered not only public but alfo private 
tioufesi and pondudled ^emfelyes with fuch violence as to bo« 
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iKlipe the general terror of the whole town. In one houle they 
enter^ the chamber of a perfon by force, and at another took 
feven woipen naked out of bed, thruft their bayonets into filor 
lets, under beds, and many other places, under pretence of 
authority for fearching for feamen fbr the fervice of His Ma> 
jelly’s navy. Ofthefe things he had general information by 
letter ; but not chufing to fay any diing upon vague authority, 
he wrote to a gentleman in the town, who was one of his con- 
fiithents, and the anfwer he received confirmed the fornier in> 
formation. He faid, that he did not mention this with a view 
to infinuate that any of His Majeily’s Minifters ever had, or 
ever would, countenance fuch fcandalous proceedings; but 
that they ihould take fleps to inform themfclvcs upon the fubr 
jeft, and to give dire£lion$ to officers who may be employed in 
that fervice, to take care not to forget that an Englifhman’s 
houfe is his cafile, and not to difgufl the people with unnecef- 
fary ads of violence, under pretence of the public neceffity. 

Mr. BRANDLING faid he had not heard of any of the dif- 
turbances to which the honourable gentleman alluded ; he was 
inclined to fufped that thefe accounts had bepn a Httle exagge- 
rated. 

lyir. SMITH Hated that he had a letter from Shields, giving 
' an account of many perfons being imprefied, but, on their be- 
ing taken before the regulating Captain, they were difcharged ; 
the letter Hated nothing of the violent proceedings to which the 
hdhourable gentleman alluded. But certainly, as the cafe had 
been Hated, inquiry Ihould be made into the fubjed, and if it 
fhould be found that any perfons had fo mifconduded them- 
feives, they fhould be brought to punifhment. 

Mr. LAMBTON faid, he had a letter from the town of 
fields to the fame effed as that mentioned by his honourable 
^iend, Mr. Grey. 

The bpfinefs then ended with an underHanding that an in- 
quiry fhould take place from the proper offices, uid me^ be 
taken to difcourage fuch outrages' in future^ 

■ Mr. WHITBI^Ap moved, *f That tl^e proclamation of 
Ac King, 3 oA of f ebniuy laH, be read.” It re- 

hitcs to tte prohibitii^ eepaia perfons then on board His Ma^^ 
jtltfs packet Ga^s, from lai^tt^ ^ Poyer, un^ Hi^ 
Kfiqe^r'^fiutliaroKhm ThepruehuBatioftiieiBgi^^ 
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Mr. Whitbread faid| he had the fatisfaSion of thl^ng it 
would not be necel&ry for him to detain the Houfe with obfer* 
yations of any confiderable length upon this fubjeS ; but be- 
fore he ftatcd the fa 61 s upon which he ihould ground the form 
of his proceedings he begged leave to make a few remarks upon 
the paper now upon the table, and which the Houfe had juft 
beard read. It was a meafure in its nature fo unconftitutional 
and .tyrannical, that it could be exceeded, in impropriety, only 
by the manner in which it had been carried into execution. — 
There was no perfon in that Houfe, or in this country, more 
unwilling toconfent to the abridgement of the juft prerogatives 
of the Crown than himfclf, or more eager to preferve them in 
their full extent ; but he thought there could be no prerogative 
that gave authority for the exercife of that proclamation ; or if 
there was, fuch a power (hould be ferioully conftdered ; for he 
held it to be an indifputable point in the conftitution of this 
country, that no prerogative (hould be held by the Crown, ex- 
cept fuch as conduced to the happinefs of the people. Lately, 
however, in the courfe of a debate upon one of the claufcs of 
the Traitorous Correfpondence bill, (aclaufe, which Minifters 
became fo afliamed of, that they abandoned the difcuftion of it, 
and gave it up) one of the law officers of the Crown (the Soli- 
citor General) thought fit to alTert, That His Majcfty had a 
right to regulate the pafl'agc into this kingdom."' To which he 
begged leave to fay, he would anfwer that His Majefty never 
had, nor by the conftitution of this country can have, any fuch 
right — a right to prevent an innocent fubjeft from landing in 
any of the King’s dominions. But the order in Council, or 
proclamation, aflumed that right, conformably to the opinion 
pf the learned gentleman ; and if that was the cafe,* His Ma- 
jefty had power, under certain circumftances, to condemn, 
without any reafon, any perfon he thought fit, to banifliineiu 
from his native land for ever. A power which His Majefty 
never had by law, or ever ought to hteve. He admitted the 
prerogative of the Crown to lay an embargo upon fhips in time 
of war ; but fuch a power as that excrcifed under this order, 
^is Majefty could not have by the law of England, and there- 
fore the in queftion yyas an a£l of tyranny. Befides ybe 
conftitutional objediqn^ he had ftated tp this order in Council, 
^hadobjeftions |o it in point of policy, ^and upon the prin- 
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ciples of juftice : it would be impolitic to prevent the landing 
innocent individuals, becaufe that ad: would difguft all ho* 
neft men who heard of it ; it was againft the principles of juf* 
tice, becaufe the Miniftersof the executive Power muft always 
in fuch cafes proceed, if they proceeded at all, upon jthe infor- 
mation of defpicable informers, who had their private views of 
avarice or pique to gratify. Such a power would be as trou- 
blefome to the Secretary of State as that which he derived from 
the Alien bill, and more troublefome in the cxcrcife than any 
father he had, either as Secretary of State, Treafurcr of the 
Navy, Prefidcnt of the Board of Control, Deputy Keeper of 
the Signet in Scotland, Joint Patentee of the Theatre Royal in 
Edinburgh, or Printer of the' Holy Bible. Pluralift as the 
right honourable gentleman was, he had not one office, the 
exercife of which would be more troublefome, or lefs profit- 
able to him, than that which he might exercife under the above 
order in Council. The whole principle of the order Mr. 
Whitbread maintained to be againft the very fpiril of the law 
of England, which was, that every man was prefumed to be 
innocent until he was proved to be guilty. It would be in 
vain that the conftitutioii had declared that a man fliouldknow 
the nature of the charge to be exhibited againft him, when he 
was to be deprived of his freedom. It would be in vain that 
the conftitutioii had declared, that no man (hoiild be piinifhed 
without trial, or without being heard in his defence ; all thefe 
points were violated by the execution of the order in Council, 
•to which he had already alluded. Having made thefe obferva- 
tions, Mr. Whitbread then came to a ftatemcnl of the fails on 
which they arofe. It was well known, that fome time prcr 
vious to the proclamation, or order in Council, to which he 
alluded, the National Convention of France pafted a decree, 
enjoining all Englifhmen in France to quit it within eight days, 
in confequence of which, fcveral Englilhmen came to Calais, 
with a view of embarking for Dover, and in a fliort time 
reached that port in the Exprefs packet ; but there they were 
met by certain officers, who afkcd them whether they had paff- 
pofts from Mr. Dundas, with leave to land in England ?— • 
They anfwered they had not^ they were then told, that as that 
was the cafe, they ihouM not land ; and if they attempted to 
^ ibi they wpuld be rcfiftipd by force i fome of tb;m^ 
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ever, by means of a boat, contrived to land at Tome diftance 
from the port ; they were taken by ah officer from Bow iireetp 
ading under the imperial mandate of Mr. Dundas, and carried 
on board the packet again, where they/ together with the other 
paflengers, were detained for five days, and then difeharged by 
the order of Mr. Dundas. This Mr. Whitbread maintained 
to bjB illegal, taken in any point of view. If there war no 
charge to be exhibited againft them, it was illegal of courfe. 
If there was a charge exhibited againft them, they (hould have 
been kept in ciiilody until trial, and therefore their difeharge 
was illegal. Thefe were the fa£ls on which he brought this 
fubjedl forward ; and if there were not Tome fatality attendant 
on everything propofed from that fide of the Houfe, he (hould 
have had hopes the meafure he (hould propofe would be adopt- 
ed. He meant only to inftitute an inquiry into the fubjed ; in 
better times fuch a meafure would have been a matter of courfe. 
However, be he vidlor or vanquifhed, he fought without fear,* 
as he had an excellent auxiliary, he had the conftitution on his 
llde. He did not know whether there were any precedents for 
this order in Council ; if there were, he did not care ; for no 
precedents, however numerous, could fanflion a meafure fo 
repugnant to all the principles of juftlce. He could not help 
obferving, however, that at the time our Minifters declaimed 
fo loudly againft the unprincipled rapacity, and lawlefs confif- 
cations of the French Convention, ourfelves followed all 
the fteps of that defpotifm, on the ruin of which arofe the pre- 
fent anarchy which now divided that mighty empire. He wifli- 
ed our Councils to be better dire&ed, in order to avoid (imilar 
dangers. He then moved, ‘‘ That a Committee be appointed 
to inquire into certain fa£ts, which took place at Dover the 
latter end of February laft, under the authority of an order of 
Council, bearing date February 20, 1793.’* 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS fet out with faying, that if the 
proclamation in queftion was tyrannical and unconflitutional, 
the original guilt of it ought nqt to be aferibed to His Maje- 
fty’s law advifers, for they had copied it from a long chain of 
precedents eftablifhed in the bed of* times. Having premifed 
this, he faid it would be fit for gentlemen, before they pro- 
nounced the proclamation to be illegal, to gonfider whether the. 
King bad or bad not a right to elUblilb packet boats for the 
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fervioe of the Pablic> and wh^er he had or had not ji right to 
declare^ that none (hould land from hts vdfels fo emplojpcdt 
erhhout la pallport from one of his Mlhifters. It was allowed 
by all natkmsy that war^ completely fufpended all intercoorfe 
between the belligerent powers. This maxim was generally 
true ; but many modifications had been introdiked of late by 
milder manners^ and a more liberal and relaxed policy, by 
which the horrors of war were foftened. One of thrfe was^to 
licenfe certain packet boats for the purpofe of carrying mails 
between two countries at war. Such licenfing was only a par- 
tial fufpenfion of the interruption of intercourfe ; and furely 
the Crown had a power to annex conditions to that fufpenfion. 
France had thought proper wholly to interrupt that intercourfe ; 
and the law of nations gave her a right to do fo. The King of 
Kng]and>wouId have been juftified by the fame law in going 
the fame length ; but he was not advifed to take fuch a ftep, 
but merely to provide that by keeping the intercourfe open on 
his fide, for the benefit of his people, he did not open a door 
to evils dill greater than the interruption of all intercourfe what- 
ever. This tvas the ground of the order of Council ; and 
furely the King was not only aiithorifed, but bound to confult 
the general fafety of his coafis, by giving dire&ions that no 
perfon (hould be fufFfered to land frorn any of his vcfTels, who 
was not fiifficiently known to be peaceable and well difpofed, 
in which cafe he (hould procure a paflport from the Secretary 
of State. Having thus argued upon the principle of the pro- 
clamation, he next adverted to the particular cafe mentioned 
by the honourable gentleman. The firft account, he faid, 
which he received of the tranfa£lion, w^as in a letter from Mr. 
Bell, commander of the packet, and tranfmitted to him from 
the Poft Office. Here he read the letter, which (lated, that 
w'hilft he w as on /here at the Poft Houfe at Calais, a number 
of perfons, chiefly Englifh, got on board his packet in his ab- 
fenc^, and without his knowledge ; that when he returned to 
his veifel, and found them on board, he defired they would go 
afliore, for it was not in his power to land them in England^ 
unlefs they had |»flports fxom one of the Secretaries of State ; 
which it appeared they had not. They refufed to quit the {hip, 
>and began to weigh jhe anchor, fo tharhe was obliged to fleer 
ibe veflel to England^ Mr. Dundas, in anfwtr to this letter. 
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defired that Captain Bell {hould come to tcwn, to ftate more 
particjularly the tranfadlion, and give the names and charadteni 
of the paflengers, as far as he kncv^ them; This viras done f 
and after a due examinationi Jt was fignifiedi at the end of 
three days^ that the Britifh fub]e£ls might knd, and proceed^* 
without farther molcftation, to their refpeftive homes. This» 
he faid, was the plain ftate of the cafe ; and he trufted that the 
Houfe, feeing it divefted of all exaggeration, wouM'be of opi* 
"nioa that there was nothing in the tranfadlion -that was either 
tyrannical or unconftitutional. The honourable gentleman had 
faid, that if the parties concerned were not guilty of any crime, 
they ought not to have been detained. To this he would ^re- 
ply, that, prima facie^ they were guilty of a great crime ; they 
appeared to have taken forcible polleflion of one of His Ma* 
jefty’s (hips, and compelled the commander to difobey the po- 
fitive orders of his employers. Upon a more minute inquiry^ 
it appeared alfo, that there w^ere on board fome perfons of cha- 
ra£lers fu foul and deteftable, that they ought not to be fuffered 
in any civilized State whatever: he did not like, he faid, to go 
into the particulars he had received on this head ; he believed 
the Houfe would not defire him to fay any more than that there 
were on board Dr. Maxwell, a Mr. ^tone, and two lervants 
of the Duke of Orleans. There were alfo on board fome 
Engliftimcn whofe conduft in France could not give mtich fa» 
tisfadion. To detain thefe, therefore, until fome confultation 
iliould be held, vrus neither illegal nor oppreflive. But the ho- 
nourable gentleman who made the motion, would have i ', that 
if they w ere properly detained, they ought not to have been 
difmilTed without profecution and trial. His anfwer to that 
Was, that His Majefty’s Minifters certainly meant to have 
brought them to trial if they could ; and for that purpofc all 
the information they had received relative to the condud of the 
paffengers in feizing the King’s fliip, was laid before His Ma- 
jefty’s Advocate, Attorney and Solicitor General, with direc- 
tions tq ftate their opiniopi whether in the tranfadion there 
was ground for profecution ; and if there was, what mode of 
proceeding they would recomipend. Their anfwer was, that 
there was one circumftance in the citfe, which would probably 
be a bar to convidion ; and that was, that it did not appear 
that the Captain of the packet was acquainted with the King’s 
VOt. XXXV. 3Y 
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procIaiiuition» and that it was in obedience to it that he refufed 
to cany thdm to England. > As this opinion Ihewed that a con* 
Vision was not to be expe61ed, andas HisMajelfy's Miniflera 
would not order a profecution, when they had reafon to believt 
it would not lead to punilhment, they gave diredions for fet* 
ting the parties concerned at liberty. The Houfey he ob- 
ftrved, was now in poiTeflion of the grounds both of the deten* 
tion and diAniflion of the individuals in queftion, and would 
decide whether Minifters had aded tyrannically in thebufi* 
nefs, or rather whether they had not difchargcd their boimdcn 
duty to their country. But were he to fpeak his opinion^ the 
Houfe had nothing to do with the affair; Parliament ought not 
to interfere, except to redrcfs grievances which were beyond 
the reach of the ordinary courts of law, or when juffice was 
denied. If, in the prefentcafe, any individual felt himfelf ag* 
grieved, the courts of law were open to him, and he might 
bring his adtion, make him (Mr. Dundas) a defendant, and 
compel him to anfwer for his coAdudt before a jury of his 
country. Hence it would appear, that there was not tho 
fmalleil ground for the interference of the Houfe. Mr. Dundas 
adverted to one of the offices which the honourable gentleman 
had given him, viz. Printer of the Holy Bible. This was an 
office which, if he poflelfed, he poflefled without knowing it ; 
he had, indeed, heard of it once before, or rather he had read 
of it in a ncwfpaper which did him the honour very often tp 
take notice of him. As he held no fuch office, he prefumed 
that thofe who were fo obliging as to fay that he did, meant 
fomething very jocular and pleafant ; if fo, he begged the ho* 
nourable gentleman would be fo good-natured as to let him into 
the meaning of the joke, that he might have the pleafure of 
joining in the laugh which was attempted to be raifed againfl 
him. 

Mr. WHITBREAD in explanation obferved, that he had 
always underftood that the office of Printer the Holy Bible 
in Scotland, wSs an office of confiderable emolument, and 
which the right honourable gentleman pofTelTed^ as well as 
other offices of confiderable emolument, but he was forty he 
did not poflefs it. Therd were, however, inftances in which 
die name of one perfon appeared to an office, vi^hicfa was, in 
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teality, poffeifoi by another ; Jw hoped this mi not one of 
them. 

Mr. FRANCIS faid, he would not troid>Ie the Hinule with 
faying any thing upon the legality ot ill^ality of the proclama- 
tion ; but he muft obferve, that the procee^ngs which took 
place at Dover, did certunly appear to him extremely fevere 
and tyrannical. It Co happened, that about forty Englilhmen 
happened to be at Ciilais, and were placed in fuch a Htuation, 
from the circumftances exifting in France at the time, that 
they had no other fecurity, than getting on board the packet; 
they did fo, and when they came to England, fome of them 
were allowed to get afhore, but others were kept rolling about 
on board the veflel, in the moft difgufting fituation, and in the 
very word kind of imprifonment. It had been faid by the 
right honourable gentleman (Mr. Dundas) that this was a mere 
private injury — ^that it ought to be left to the private individuals 
to profecute, and was not a fit fubje£l of inveftigation in that 
Houfe ; it was his opinion, on the contrary, that it was a 
moft unjuft, illegal, and oppreifive exercife of power by the 
Executive Government, and that that Houfe might and ought 
to take it up as a public meafure, and to make it thefuhjed of 
a Parliamentary inquiry ; on which account, the motion of his 
honourable friend met with his molt entire and hearty concur- 
rence. 

Mr. FOX faid, that, as he differed in almoft every word 
from the right honourable Secretary (Dundas,) he thought he 
could not well difcharge his duty without troubling the Houfe 
with fome few obfervations. The right honourable gentleman 
had faid that the proclamation was only fuch as had been ufual 
on fimilar occafion, ; for his part, he neither knew nor had 
ever heard of any fuch proclamation as the prefeilt on any for- 
mer occafion ; but he willied that thofe proclamations which 
were alluded to as precedents had been fpecified. He was de- 
cidedly of opinion that the proclamation was illegal, being 
completely Satisfied that the King has no right to fay, that an 
Englifti fubjeft arriving hefe, either in a French or Englifla 
veflel, fliall not be permitted to land in his native country. It 
had been faid that all intercourfe between the fubjeAs of the 
two countries muft ceafe, in confequeoce of the war;, but, 
sdmittmg this to be the cafe, and he did net difpom it, what 

SV a 
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(^uld be more unjuft than thisi that perfons fhould be encou-' 
raged to carry on trade with France, under the commercial 
treaty, and happening to be in France, in the courfc of carry* 
ing* bn their bulinefs when the war commenced, they Ihoiild 
be prohibited to return ? But, fuppofing, the proclamation 
legal, it would ftill remain to be conQdered, whether it was 
wife? It appeared to him that it would rather be prudent to 
encourage all perfons to come home. The right ’honotirable 
gentleman had fpoke with great boldnefs and confidence of the 
legality and propriety of the proclamation, though his mode of 
reafoning, with refpeft to the proceedings which took place, 
inclined him to believe that he had fomc diffidence on this 
fubjeft ; for the right honourable gentleman had faid, that thefe 
gentlemen were guilty of a crime in po*Teffing themfelvcs for- 
cibly of the King’s packet ; and that a cafe had been laid be- 
fore the King’s learned Cotinfcl, who had advifed againft a 
profccution; but, although it had been found inconvenient to 
profccute them, it became neceffary to detain them, lor a time, 
by fome forcible means; it had been faid too, that there were 
fomc fufpefted perfons among them, who were faid to be fer- 
vants of the Duke of Orleans, &c. — With refpcct to perfons 
of this laft defeription, Mr. Fox faid, he was ready to admit 
that no government could be fo well conflrudted in all its 
parts, that it mig!it not be neceifary for the Executive Power, 
bn fome occafions of public danger and dlHiculty, to exceed 
the ftrii^ limits of legal authority, trufting for the juftificatiou 
of the meafure to the nature of the exigency which called for 
it. But were thirty-fix unfufpe^ed perfons to be punilhed, 
becaufe there happened to-be among them one or more other 
perfons againft whom fuch fufpicibns lay, as might poflibly 
juftify violent or unufual proceedings on the part of Govern- 
ment.^ The forcibly feizing upon a King’s packet, or any 
o.ther velfel, Was certainly a crime puniftiable by law, totally 
independent of the proclamation ; and, if thofe perfons, who 
were othervyife unfufpefted, had been guilty of this crime, 
they were liable unjjueftionably to profecution, stnd if profe- 
cuted, and the crime proved, they ought to have been punifti- 
ed; but, if no profecution ’was brought againft them, they 
muft be confidefed to have been completely innocent. Mr. 
Ipox then alluded to the notice which had Wn tal^ of ^ 
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ilftmes of Dr. Maxwell and* Mr. Stone, aiid r^rdlStetf, la 
ftrong and pointed terms,, the dreadful injuftice and indeoeiiejff 
of throwing out furmifes againft individuals, probably of good 
and irreproachable charaflers, and who had done nothing 
^egal, on account of their being members of, or connected 
with, certain afTociations. The laft argument of the right ho- 
nourable gentleman related to this being a private injury; apd 
that it fhould be left to the private individuals injured to apply 
•for jedrefs. He might poflibly have ac<]uiefced in this opinion, 
had the proceedings in queftion been the a£t of inferior officers ; 
but when done by fuch authority, under the direftion of one 
of His Majefty’s Secretaries of State, and involving a matter 
of fuch public importance, it feemed to him well worthy to 
be taken up, and inveftigated by that Houfe. Mr. Fox con- 
cluded with giving his hearty aifent to the motion of his honour- 
able friend. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL faid, that the honourable 
gentleman (Mr. Whitbread) had moved for a Committee to 
inquire into the fads which had happened in conrcquence of 
the order of Council ; but that the fads which he had detailed, 
could not be conneded with that order, which was evident' 
from attending to dates. It had been afked, why thofe per- 
fons had not been profecuted, if it was true that they had taken 
forcible poflefliori of the packet ; and allufion had been made 
to an opinion given by the King’s Counfel. The quedion put 
was, whether they could be punilhed under the proclamation, 
which was fiirely impoffible, as they could have no knowledge 
of it at the time; and, confidering wdicre the thing happened, 
It did not appear to him how they could have been punilhed, 
'for the forcibly feizing on the packet, in any other manner 
Ithan fuch feverity, as it would have been highly impropci:, in 
the circuniftances of the cafe, to have advifed. It appeared 
to him a very ftrong thing to dcfire of that Houfe to take up 
the matter, when out of forty perfons who are fuppofed to 
have fuflfered indignity and injury, there was not one who had 
thought of bringing a profecution. He concluded with fay- 
ing, that a pradice feemed to^ have prevailed of late among 
certain gentlemen in that Houle, which appearedto him highly 
tiangerous and improper, of ftating fads, and moving for in- 
quiry and inxeftigation, without proceeding any farther. 
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Mr. ESTWICK faid a few words againft the motion, in 
jnftification of the conduct of Minifters. 

Mr. WHITBREAD explained. He faid that certain 
had come to his knowledge which had been tranfaded under 
the proclamation ; and he thought it the belt and mod regular 
mode of proceeding, to date thefe faAs, and to move for a 
Committee to inquire into them. When the fa£ls came to be 
properly before the Houfe, it was certainly his intention to 
have founded upon them a motion, with rcfpe£l to the illqga*^- 
lity of the proclamation. This led him to take notice of the 
obfervation made by the honourable and learned gentleman, 
(the Attorney General) that it was mifehievous to date fafts, 
without going any farther. If fa^s had been dated, and 
Committees of Inquiry moved for, as had been done with re- 
fpefi to certain proceedings, which were faid to have taken 
place at the lad election for Wedminder, in which an honour* 
able Member of that Houfe had been dated to be concerned ; 
and alfo pn (everal other occafions, by himfelf, and by ibme 
of his friends ; to whom was it to be imputed, that in thefe 
indaoces, the matter had gone no farther r By whom had they 
been dopped (hort, and prevented from proceeding r In the 
fame way, in the prefent cafe, he had done his duty, and he 
waibed his hands clean. He conceived the proclamation to be 
illegal ; for it was unquedionably illegal and unconditutional 
to prevent an Englidiman, who had been guilty of no crime, 
from landing in his native country ; and this the proclamation 
feemed to him to do, in clear and prcclfe terms. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL faid a few words on the 
allulions to the proclamation, as having no reference to the 
morion. 

Mr. WHITBREAD faid, he had alluded to it only in reply 
to the Secretary of State, by whom it was introduced. 

Mr. ROSE complained of the allufion to the mo^on of in* 
qiiiry refpedling a fuppofed improper interference by him in 
the Weftminfler elefiion. As a proof how ill founded that 
motion was, he had profecuted a perfon for printing the very 
fame charge contained in that motion, and in fucha way as tor 
give the defendant an opportunity of proving, if he could, tbqt 
what he faid was true ; but no attempt at proof was madcn* 
and a verdict was given againft the defendant. 

3 



A« 179}* JC^ E A ^ E 

Mr. GREY faid^ he recdlleded the profectition to whkh 
the honourable gentleman alluded. The paragraph on Tthidi 
it was founded, purported, that the honourable gentleman had 
been convifted in the Houfe of Commons of an improper in- 
terference in the Weftminfter eleAion. The honourable gen- 
tleman certainly was not convided, becaufe he would not con*> 
fent that his condudt fhould be inquired into, and the Houfe 
refufed to inquire ; and therefore the verdidl of a Court of Juf- 
tic% againft a perfon for printing that he was convidled, was no 
proof that the charge againil him was not well founded. 

Mr. ROSE faid, the paragraph referred to by the honourable 
gentleman, was only one of two on which he had profecuted. 

Mr. FOX fpoke to order. It was a mod extraordinary 
thing, that when a Member of the Houfe had made a chargCf 
which he was ready to fubftantiate by evidence, and which the 
Houfe refufed to examine, it fhould be faid that the charge 
was falfe, becaufe the printer of a newfpaper, who repeated 
the fame charge, or perhaps fomething very different, was un- 
able to fupport it by evidence. On what principle was it to be 
fuppofed, that a Member of that Houfe had no evidence, be- 
caufe fome other perfon, of whom he knew nothing, had none f 
Never was an argumant fet up, which tended fo diredtly to 
fupprefs ail inquiry. He therefore called upon the Hpuie, as 
they Were gentlemen, and men of honour, to difcountenance 
it. 

The queftion on Mr. Whitbread’s motion was then put, and 
negatived. 

The order of the day for going into a Committee on the 
Hemlington Hundred bill being read, 

Mr. Whitbread, Mr. Courtenay, Mr. Fox, Mr. Grey, Mr. 
M. A. Taylor, and Mr. Sheridan, oppofed it on the ground, 
that any alteration of the law, in the cafe df riots and outrages 
fo atrocious, with refpeft to which there had been the appear- 
ance of but too much indulgence already, would be of danger- 
ous example, and tend to induce the ignorant to believe, that 
on fome occafions and fome pretexts, they might violate the 
law, and deftroy the property of their neighbours, with im* 
punity. 

Sir John Mdrdaunt, Mr. Buxton, Captain Berkeley, Sir 
H. Calthoipe, the Attorney and Solicitor General, fupportett 





grounc)^ that Birmingham^ where the ri0t8 bappeaed, 
vana fituatedat the extremity of the Hundred^ the greater part, 
of the inl^itants of which were too diftant even to knoW' of it 
time enough to aid in fuppreffing iti^and that the bill only 
tended toeafe the Hundred in the mode of paying the damages^ . 
without injury to the fufierers. 

, The Houfe refolved into the Committee, and the bill was 
gone through. Adjourned* 

Friday^ loth May. 

The bills for the regulation of the tr;|de and Government of 
India, were read a fecond time, and ordered to be committed 
to a Committee of the whole Houfe on Monday* 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Monday^ 1 3/A May^ 

The order of the day being read, for the Houfe to refolve it- 
fclf into a Committee of the whole Houfe on the Eaft-India 
Government and trade bill, 

Mr. S* SMITH entered confiderably at large into the af- 
fairs of the Eaft-India Company* He was of opinion, that if 
the prefent bill pafTed into a law. Government muft make a 
demand on the Company of 500,000! • annually \ and he did 
not fee how the Diredors were to refift that demand, whether 
they had profit to that amount or not, and fappofing a deficiency 
tp happen for feveral years, the amount of arrears might occa- 
fion great embarraiFment. 

Mr. D. SCOTT anfwered the objedions of the laft honour- 
able gentleman, and maintained that the provifions of the bill 
guarded againft the probability of the evil alluded to, by al- 
lowing the deficiency of one year to be added to the demand on 
the produce of the next. He maintained too that there now 
W'^as a confiderable furplus in the hands of the Company, which 
he faw nojCjsafon to apprehend would be diminilbed, but wljich, 
on the contrary, was likely to increafe* 

. being* put# 'the Houfe went into the 'Com- 

^mittee* 

Mn j^OX iaid, he^ underftood it was fuppofed by feveral 
gentlemen# that fome objedions were to be inade to this bill 
^before Uie^ Speaker, left ^the^ chair# and that aftawards tUb 
&ould be difeuited ; but altboiigh h<$ had. great object 



A. I793* DEBATES. ^37 

tions to the principle of the bill, as others might approve of 
the principle, and yet might have objeAions to fome of the" 
claufes, he had fuflFered the queftion for the Speaker leaving, 
the chair to pafs, that thofe gentlemen might follow their own 
ideas upon the fubje^l without much impediment from him, 
particularly as wljigt he had to urge might come at a future’ 
ftage of the proceeding. He did not however wilh to let one 
opportunity pafs without his entering his protefl: againft fome 
of the provifions of the bill. It was ten years fince the fenti- 
ment of the public had been exprefled in that Houfe— That the 
influence of the Crown had increafed, was increafing, and 
ought to be diminiflied ; and he was fure» there was as much 
reafon for that refotution now, as there was at that time. He 
obje£Ied, he faid, to the mode in which this bill tended to ex- 
tend that influence ; and he mufl now call upon all thofe who 
in the year 1780 declared, that the influence of the Crown 
ought to be diminifhed, to compare the influence then, and 
the influence now ; and then to think whether they could con- 
fiftently vote for the claufe which gave the nomination of three 
officers to the Crown; whether they who voted for a bill, 
brought in b^ a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke,} a 
bill which would do him honour for ever ; whether thefe gen- 
tlemen, he faid, who had at that time entertained the fenti- 
ments they then profefled upon the increafe of the influence of 
the Crown, could now vote for a meafure which fo obvioufly 
tended to increafe that influence. He maintained, that the 
claufe empowering the Crown to nominate officers to aft un- 
der this bill, and who were to be paid large falaries by the 
. Company, was wrong upon the principle of it, becaufe he 
thought that in all public (ituations, where officers were ap- 
pointed to any public trufl, the public ought to pay them, be- 
caufe while the payment came from the public purfe, the pub- 
lic had fome check by their reprefentatives over the condud 
of fuch officers, but by this bill the public were to pay cir- 
cuitoufly and obliquely, by and through the medium of the 
Company ; for the payment of thefe officers was fo much in 
diminution of what the Public would otherwife receive from 
the revenues of the Company. He*felt this, an(^ he mull add, 
that in proportion as the Houfe felt the influence of the Crerwn^ 
to be great, they Ihould be imprelTed with a fenfe of their duty 
VoL. XXXV. 3 
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oot to incioare it. He had heard it faid on former occafio^s^ 
that the gentlemen aAing in the affairs of India .were mere 
birds of ; if fo, he was fure there could be no good rea* 

fon for fuppofing that they would be lefs under the influence of 
die Crown than if they were flationary, or that they were there- 
fore the lefs likely to be corrupt. He fhould have other op- 
portunities of delivering his fentiments upon this fubjeA, and 
^ fhould avail himfelf of them ; but he took this manner of 
calling the attention of the Houfe (which he was forry to fee fo 
thinly attended) to the point which he fhould afterwards take 
notice of. If gentlemen, who with him had voted, in the year 
1780, upon the influence of the Crown, had forgotten the rea- 
fons upon which the Houfe came to its refolution upon that 
fubjeft — if they had forgotten all they formerly profefled upon 
that fubjeA, all he could fay was, that he fhould do every thing 
in his power to improve their recollcflion, and therefore it was 
that what he now hinted at fhould be taken as a public notice. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT entered into a general explanation of 
the claufe of the bill to which the right honourable gentleman 
objedlcd, and maintained that it was not liable Jn fairnefs to 
thefe objedions. He profefled his readinefs to maintain there 
was no necefiity at this time to renew the refolution. That the 
Influence of the Crown had increafed, was increafing, and 
ought to fufier diminution — for that he was ready to prove that 
the influence of the Crown was not increafing at the prefent 
moment. He then went into a general defeription of what 
would be the operation of the bill, in anfwer to the obferva- 
tions of the right honourable gentleman who preceded him, 
admitting of the propriety of difeufling the fubje^t at large upon-, 
any future ftage which gentlemen might think proper to adopt 
for that purpofe. 

After feveral obfervations from Mr. Fox and Mr. Shei:idan, 
upon the points of patronage and probable corruption, and a 
few words in anfwer from Mr. Pitt, the Committee proceeded 
tluou|^ feveral claufes of the bill, the Chairman reported pro- 
grels, aiked leave to fit again, and the Houfe ordered a farther 
Committee upon this fubje£t to-morrow. 

The Houfe adjourned. 
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T \iefdayj 14/A Maj^ 

Mr. WILBERFORCE, after a fliort fpecch upon the fub- 
jeft of the flave trade, as far as it regarded the fupply of ne-. 
grocs to foreign Powers by Englifh (hips, and alfo oft the ne- 
ccflity of limiting -the number of (laves to be imported^to the 
Briti(h colonies, moved, ** That leave be given to bring in a 
bill for aboli(hing the trade, carried on by Engli(h merchants 
for*fupplying foreign territories with (laves.** 

Upon this, it was immediately moved, “ That this be re- 
ferred to a Committee of the whole Hoiifc.** 

Sir W. YOUNG feconded the motion. 

Lord Carhampton, Mr, Dent, and Mr. Cawthome fevc- 
rally oppofed it. 

Mr. LECHMERE informed the Houfe, that he had com- 
municated to the honourable gentleman who brought this fub- 
je£l forward, his intention of fubmitting to the Houfe a plan 
for properly regulating, inftead of totally abolifhing, the (lave 
trade, and that the honourable gentleman thanked him for his 
candor ; he therefore was, in fome degree, furprifed at this 
motion to-day. 

Mr. FORD exprelTed fome apprchenfion of danger in agi • 
rating this queftion at this time, and wifhed to fee the fubjeft 
at reft. 

Sir W. DOLBEN fupported the motion ftrenuoufly. 

Mr. FOX, after taking notice of wbat the Houfe had done 
laft year, and what the Lords were doing in this upon this fub- 
jeA, and reminding the Houfe of what appeared to him to be 
their duty, warned them not to truft too much to the good tem- 
per of the people, by playing and trifling with their requefts, 
pairing refolutions in one felfion in one year, by which the 
Public were taught to exped that this infamous traffic (hould 
in time be abolifhed, and then to abandon the whole in another 
fefllion, by having recourfe to the (hift of faying, that the fub- 
jeft was before the other Houfe ; that it was a dangerous time 
to meddle with our commerce ; or by any fuch quibbles; this 
trade was no more like real fair commerce, than it was like 
juftice or humanity ; commerce*was difgraced by being com- 
pared to it ; it was an odious, monftrous, inhuman traffic, and 
foul ftam upon the Britifh charaAer. Such the majority of 
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the Houfe thought it laft year ; fuch the mafs of the people 
thought then ; fuch they thought it now ; and if they had not 
renewed their petitions to the Houfe, it was becaufe they had 
confidence in itsjuftice, its humanity, its honour, and its re- 
gard for the confiftency of its own proceedings ; and gentlemen 
would do well, if they wifhed the Public to have any elleem 
for that Houfe, not to teach them that their confidence was 
mifplaced, when they thought that Houfe would perform its 
duty. Having urged thefe, and other points, he trufted the 
Houfe would agree to the motion ; or that if they thought the 
Houfe too thin to decide upon a point fo important, they would 
adjourn the debate for a day or two, and go into a Committee, 
and difeufs the fubjed fairly, if any farther difcuflion was nc- 
ceflary. * 

Mr. GASCOYNE was decidedly againft the motion. 

Mr. BURDON faid, that fo far was he from being fur- 
prifed at this motion, that he confefled freely he fhould have 
been much furprifed if it had not been made. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE faid a few words in explanation. 

Mr. LAMBTON alTured the Houfe, he had reafon to be- 
lieve that the Public in general expeded that Parliament would 
come to fome meafure upon this fubjed in the prefent fefiion. 
He had lately received no lefsthan a dozen letters himfelf from 
various parts of the country, expreffivc of the greateft anxiety 
for the abolition of this trade. 

Mr. ESTWICK oppofed the motion. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT went at length into the fubjed, and 
took notice of all the arguments urged againft the motion, and 
maintained that the Houfe ought, in juftice to its own cha- 
rader, and in fupport of its own honour, to adopt the motioyi 
now before them. 

Mr. W. SMITH fupported the motion. 

The Houfe divided ; 

For the motion, 41 ; Againft it, 34. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE then moved, ** That leave be given 
to bring in a bill for limiting and regulating the importatioh of 
fiaves to the Britifti Colonies in the Weft Indies, for a time to 
be limited.” 

Mr. CAWTHORNE thought it rather unfair in the ho- 
Uporable gentleman to have feparated his two motiohs, and pot 
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to have brought forward this motion along with the former 
oi)e. It appeared to him that the obje£t of this motion went 
to the whole fyftem of the African (lave trade ; and ^t» 
therefore, in point of order, it could not be put. 

The SPEAKER faid, that with refpe£t to order, as amo- 
tion had been offered to the Houle about two months ago, to 
go into a Committee of the whole Houfe, to conlider of ^ 
circiimftances of the African Have trade, which motion had 
been poftponed for three or four months, no motion could 
now be entertained of the fame nature with that motion, or 
upon which any proceeding might be grounded which could 
go to the total and immediate abolition of the flave trade ; 
but, as the prefent motion did not certainly go to that lengthy 
he thought it could not be objefled to in point of order. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT argued in favour of the motioOf 
the obje3: of which was perfe£lly different and diftindl from 
abolition, and the only purpofe of which was, to prevent the 
increafe of the importation of Haves to our We(l*Indiaiflands, 
pending the difcuflion on the queftion of abolition. 

The MASTER OF THE ROLLS faid, that, although 
he had given his vote for the former motion, he was not pre- 
pared to give his aifent to the prefent motion, which, in his 
opinion, was perfectly different, and went diredlly to the 
gradual abolition of the flave trade. 

Sir WILLIAM YOUNG gave credit to the honourable 
gentleman (Mr. Wilberforce), for his candor and fairnefs in 
feparating the two motions ; which, as they were totally dif- 
ferent, ought furely to be made feparately ; but, the fame 
]:eafons which had induced him to vote in favour of the laft 
motion, determined him to give his negative to the prefent 
one. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE ftaied, as one argument in favour 
of the motion, that the greateft part of the excefs of the im- 
portation of Haves, had not been occafioncd from any view of 
providing againfl the eventual abolition of the flave trade, but 
with the view of beginning new plantations. 

The Houfe then divided on Mt'. Wilberforce’s motion ; 

Ayes, 25; Nocs,. 35. Majority againft the motion, lo. 

The Houfe adjourned. 
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Mr* Secretary DUNDAS faid, that when he had given 
notice, on a former occafion, of hi$ intention to move for a 
repeal of the duties on coals carried coaftwife in Scotland, he 
had ftated that the grofs annual produce of thefe duties did not 
amount to more than 10 or i2,oooL fterling. In faft the 
duty amounted to a prohibition ; and, in the North of Scot« 
land, they trufted almoft entirely to the peat modes for a fup- 
ply of fuel, in preparing which, a great part of the labour of 
that part of the country was expended, which might be bene- 
ficially employed in filheries and manufadures ; by which 
means, a great part of that refource was loft to the revenue, 
which muft arife from the induftry of the inhabitants : he had 
formerly ftated, that thefe confiderations would have led him, 
to propofe the repeal of thefe duties on coals, as an advifeable 
meafure, had he even been unable to fubftitute .any compenfa- 
tion in lieu of them ; but, being fenfihle, that the inconveni- 
ence was not confined to Scotland alone, but that it was felt 
by other parts of the country, he wilhed to take fome time to 
inquire and confider, whether he could not think of fome 
proper means of fupplying from Scotland, the deficiency 
which the repeal of thefe duties would occafion. In the High- 
lands of Scotland he believed, that a certain quantity of fpirits 
yrzs really, in fome fhape, a neceflary of life, and that it was 
not there indulged into excefs ; but, from every information 
he had been able to procure, it was his opinion, that ftills of 
a certain fize now allowed to be ufed there, on payment of a 
licence duty of twenty (hillings per gallon, might well bear to 
be charged with a licence duty of 40 (hillings per gallon. — 
He would alfo propofe the taking off an exception, which the 
retailers of what is called aqua vitse, in that part of the coun- 
try, have been in ufe to enjoy, and to impofe a certain licenfe 
duty upon them ; and thefe together, he had no doubt, would 
produce a revenue of more than 20, bool, fterling. What he 
had already fpoke of applied only to the Highlands ; but in 
the Lowlands of Scotland, where the bufinefs of diftillatioii 
was chiefly carried on, it had been the wifdom of the legifla- 
ture to impofe a higher duty ; that duty, in his djpinion, was 
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ftillmuch top low; which had led, from die confequent loir« 
nefs of the price of fpirits, to a moft alarming exceis in the 
ufe of fpirituous liquors, highly prejudicial both to the mo* 
rals and health of the lower clafs of people. He underftood 
it, indeed, to be univerfally admitted, that nothing was fo 
fair an objed of taxation and of revenue, as fpirits ; and that 
the duties on fpirits could not be too high, unlefs they ihould 
go the length of giving encouragement to fmuggling. At 
prefent, he faid, the licenfc duty on each gallon of the diilil* 
lation, or low waih-ftill, was 3I. which he propofed fliould 
be raifed to 9I. which he computed would produce an addU 
tional revenue of 38^4001. on the fuppofition that, by the in* 
creafe of duty, the number of gallons Ihould be reduced from 
11,200, their prefent number, to only 800. On redifying 
ftills, no more was charged at prefent, than the mere trifle of 
a halfpenny per gallon, which had been found to occafion the 
praflice of a great fraud on the revenue, by ufing rectifying 
ftills for the purpofes of diftillation : this was perfectly evi- 
dent, from the number of rectifying ftills, which were no 
fewer than 25,000 ; whereas no more than 5000 or 6000 
could be required, in order to reCtify the whole fpirits which 
could be produced from the low walh ftills ; and in order to 
remedy this, he would propofc to impofe upon the redifying 
ftills, the fame licence duty of 9]* per gallon, as upon the 
low walh ftills ; by which means, indeed, the number of ihefe 
rectifying ftills might probably be reduced to about 6000. 
But, upon the whole of what he propofed with refpeO: to the 
duties on fpirits, he was very much convinced, that, (befides 
providing for the deficiency of the duties on coals, .now pro- 
pofed to be repealed,) an annual addition of nearly ioo,oool. 
would be made to the revenue of the country ; and in fuch a 
manner as would likewife be advantageous to the morals and 
health of the people. 

Mr. DUNDAS then moved the firft refolution, as fol* 
lows : 

That it is the opinion of this Committee, that the duties 
now payable on coals, culm, and cinders, brought coaftwife, 
into any port or ports in that part of Great Britain called 
Scotland, do ceafe, determine, and become no longer paid.*’ 
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Sr JOHN SINCLAIR faid a few words, fignifyii^ his 
approbation of the refolution ; which was put and carried.<~- 
After idiich leveral other refolotions, with refpeA to the du- 
ties on fpirits, were alfo put and carried, and the Houle be- 
ing refumed, the report was ordered to be received to- 
morrow. 

Sir JOHN SINCLAIR rofe to Aibmit to the confideration 
of the Houfe the motion, of which he had given notice, with 
relpeA to the ftate of the agriculture of this country. He re- 
gretted that there was not a fuller attendance in the Houfe, 
but he had communicated, on the fubjed, with many Mem- 
bers of the Houfe, whofe knowledge of it was extenflve, 
and who had concurred with him in opinion : and it was alfo 
to beconfidered, that the meafure propofed was to be only an 
experimental one for five years. He then proceeded to ftate, 
at coniiderable length, and with much precifion, how much 
room there was in this country for improvement in agricul- 
ture, .and the great advantages to be derived from it. No- 
thing, in his opinion. Teemed To likely to effedluate this de- 
niable purpoTe, as the appointment of a Board of Agricul- 
ture, compofed of refpeSable gentlemen, perfedly conver- 
fant in and acquainted with the fubjed, as well as confidcr- 
ably interefted in the fuccefs of the fcheme, and who he would 
propofe, fltould aft without any reward or emolument. Va- 
rious advantages would, as he conceived, be derived from 
fuch a plan, and the expence would not exceed 3000I. in fa- 
laries to clerks, icc. This being a public Board, would no 
doubt have the privilege of franking; and one very *material 
benefit of it would be, the eftabliftiing a free communication 
of the different improvements in agriculture, from one part of 
the country to another. He concluded with moving, 

** That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefty, 
entreating, that His Majefty would be gracioufly pleafed to 
take into his Royal confideration the advantages which might 
be derived, by the Public, from the eftablilhment of a Board 
of Agriculture and internal improvement : 

** Humbly reprefenting to His Majefty, that, though in 
fome particular diftrifts, improved methods of cultivating 
.the foil are praftifed, yet that, in the greateft part of theft 
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kingdoms, the jHriocipIes of agrieultujre are not yet fitffideadf 
underltood, nor are the implements of huibandry, 'or the 
ftock of the farmer, brought to that porfeftion of which diqr 
are capable: 

** That his faithful Commons are perfuaded, if fuch an- 
inftitution were to take place, that fuch inquiries mig^t be 
made into the internal ftate of the country, and a Ipifit of 
improvement fo eij^dually encouraged, as muft naturally 
'tend to produce many important national benefits, the attain- 
ment of which His Majcfty has ever ihewn a moft gracious 
difpofition to promote ; and, *in particular, that fuch a mea- 
fure might be the means of uniting a judicious fyftem of huf> 
bandry to the advantages of domeftic manufaduringinduftiy, 
and the benefits of foreign commerce, and confequently, of 
eftablilhing, on the fureftand beft foundations, the profperity 
of his kingdoms : 

** And, if His Majelly (hall be gracioufly pleafed to direft 
the inftitution of fuch a Board, for a limited time, to aftiire 
His Majefty, that his faithful Commons will chearfully de- 
fray any expence attending the fame, to the amount of a fum 
not exceeding 3000I. 

Lord SHEFFIELD feconded the motion. 

Mr. HUSSEY faid, that no one Member of the Houle 
could be more anxious than himfelf, with relpeft to the ob- 
jeds which were propofed to be attained by the motion of the 
honourable Baronet ; but he wiflied for more time to invdli- 
gate the means propofed for that purpofe, and the prob^iUty 
of their fuccefs ; and to confider better, whether, by 
ing to the motion, they might not be holding out falle topeq 
to the country. It was befides a fubje& which ought furdy 
to be difcufled in a much fuller Houfe, and he would there- 
fore propofe to adjourn the debate. 

Sir WILLIAM DOLBEN was in fiivour of the motion, 
but thought it did not go far enough, and that premiumt 
ought to be given. 

Mr. Wilberforce, Mr. Secretary Dundas, Mr. Chan^- 
lorPitt, &c. fpoke in favour of tjw motion ; which, as a 
matter of experiment, promifed as wdl as any that had am 
been propofed, at a finall expence, in coti^atilon widt tha 
Vpi. XlCXV. 4 A 
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benefits likely to arife from It: but, Mr. HulTcy conceiving 
himfelf bound in duty to oppofe the difcuflion of fo important 
a matter in fo thin a Hoiife, it was agreed that the debate fhould 
be adjourned till Friday next. 

Tkurjday^ 1 6/A May. 

Major HOBART, after a fpeech of confiderable length, to 
fupport the principle of his motion, moved, in a Committee 
of the whole Houfe, That the Chairman be direded to 
move the Houfe, that leave be given to bring in a bill to per- 
mit goods and commodities of the growth and manufadure o^ 
Alia, Africa, or America, legally importod into Ireland, to 
be imported from thence, under certain regulations, into Great 
Britain.” 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he could not poflibly oppofe this 
refolution ; he fuppofed it had, by the words ** legally im- 
ported,” a reference to the bill now before that Houfe, and 
alfo to a fimilar meafure likely to be brought forward in Ire- 
land ; with that underftanding, he could have no objedion to 
the refolution. 

Mr. Chancellor PIXT informed the Houfe, that he ihould 
to-morrow bring forward the fubjcd of the lottery. 

Mr. TAYLOR faid, that the right honourable gentleman 
might (late fome regulations to-morrow upon this fubjed, but 
he fubmitted to him the propriety oY deferring the difcuflion on 
it to the fecond reading of the bill. 

Mr. FOX faid, that as there was no queftion before the 
Houfe, he could not deliver his fentiments upon this fubjed at 
prefent ; it might not be amifs, however, for him to remind 
the Houfe of the nature of the bufinefs they would have to dif- 
cufs, and to warn them to take care they did not get into a dif- 
ficulty which occurred to them laft year, that of agreeing to 
certain regulations in the firft inftance, as opened by the Mi- 
niftcr ; by fo doing they were not able afterwards to make any 
alteration in th^ bill which was brought in, becaufe, if they 
did; that circumftance might afFed the fale of tickets. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT profelTed his readinefs to enter into 
this bufinefs to-morrow,, and difeufs the whole of it, or open 
the regulations he had to prt^ofe to-morrow, and defer thedil- 
cuifioA to Wedciefday. 

2 
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The latter mode was adopted, after a few words from MiV^ 
Taylor. 

On bringing up the repbrt of the Eaft- India Annuities bil 4 i 
a converfation of con fiderable length took place between Mr.^ 
Sheridan and Mr. Chancellor Pitt. 

Mr. SHERIDAN contended that the holders of Eafl-India' 
flock were, by equity, and by the fpirit of former a£ls of Pair- 
liament, to be paid ofFin 1794, at the expiration of the piefent 
chatter, at par> for that the Public flood pledged to that eiFsS. 
He wifhed that as this might be a queflion of law to be decided 
hereafter, there (hould not, at lead, any thing appear in this 
bill that tended to decide that qiiedion, or fcem to determine 
any thing upon it. With a view of keeping the quedion open 
at lead, Mr. Sheridan produced a claiife for that purpofe. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT differed from the honourable gentle- 
man in this refpe£l ; he was decidedly of opinion that the Pub- 
lic were not indebted in any degree to thefe annuitants, but to 
the Company, and to whom the Public were only collateral 

The claufe was negatived, and the report was read, the re- 
folutions agreed to, and the bill was ordered to be read a third 
time to-morrow if then cngrolTed. 

The report of the Committee on the laws for empbwering 
His Majedy by proclamation, order in Council, &c- to pro- 
hibit the exportation of coru under certain regulations, &c. 
being brought up, 

* Lord SHEFFIELD exprefled fomc doubts upon this fub- 
jeft. The refolutions were read however at the fuggedion of 
die Chancellor of the Exchequer, under an underdanding that 
the bill (hould be printed, and the whole bufinefs thoroughly 
difeuifed, after the enfuing recefs for the holidays. A bill was 
then ordered to be brought in, in purfuance of thefe refolutions. 

Mr. SALISBURY, after a (hort fpecch, in which heto'ik 
notice of the evil effedls of bribery at eledlions for Members to 
ferve in Parliament, and of the necedity of checking it, dated^ 
that the outline of what he (hould propofe by the meafure he 
Ihould offer to the confideration of the Houfc was, that whem* 
.a Committee of that lioufe on trying the merits of any coii^ 
teded cleAion, (hould report that bribery had been pradUfed 
by any perfon^at that elcSion, the Attorney General Ihould^ 
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ai of eeurfch proceed by way of infbtmation Againft fiich per- 
(bna; ai^ that each Member fhould take an oath in the bill to 
beddcribed, relative to bribery. He then moved ** for leave 
to bring in a bill for the better prevention of bribery and cot- 
niption at die ele&ton of Members to ferve in Parliament. ’* 

This produced a converfation which was fupported by die 
Attorney and Solicitor General, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Secretary 
Dundat— it ended in Mr. Salifbury's withdrawing his motion 
for the prefent feiHon, underftanding that it lhall be brodght 
forward early in the next. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

fndayt \’]th May. 

The order of the day being read, and the Houfe having gone 
into a Committee of Ways and Means, 

Chancellor PITT faid, it was his intention to move a 
lefcdudon for railing the fum of 675,000!. by way of lottery : 
he conceived it would be unneceflary for him to enter farther 
upon the fubje£b then, as he underftood that gentlemen were 
inclined to defer the difcuflion of it till the report, which might 
either be made on Wednefday or on Thurfday ; but that was 
the laft day to which the report could be deferred, as the day of 
the firft depolit was on Friday. 

Mr. TAYLOR thought it might be as well to take the re- 
port on Thurfday, as Wednefday was generally underllood to 
be a day of private bufinefs. 

■ Mr. SHERIDAN wilhed to know, whether the bargain, as 
to the lottery, had been already concluded. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT anfwered, that a bargain fhould 
have been agreed upon conditionally. 

Mr. TAYLOR fud, that although he had himfelf formed a 
decided opinicm againft lotteries, under whatever regulations; 
yet, as there might perhaps be fome gentlemen, who, though 
iio friends to them, might nevmhelefs think it polfible, by 
certain legulatioos, to obviate in a great degree the evils arifing 
from them ; he would wilh, if the right honourable gendeman 
had no otje^on, foathe would now ftate ihbrtly the outline of 
die r^;idatfon8 which he meant to popofe. 

Mr^ Chancellor PITT ftated his principd objeft to be, to 
prevent a aoftinifchKVous fpectes ofinTutancd^ he meut rii* 
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mode of infuiancei from day to day, whether the ticket infured 
ihall be drawn on that day. To remedy this, he propoTed td 
give a power to the Cotnmiifioners to vary the number of tick^a 
to be drawn in each day, at their difcretion : but, as this might 
not prevent gambling fpeculations on the drawing of the firft 
0000 tickets, for inftance,. or of the firft 1500 tickets, he 
would next propofe that the numbers drawn ftiould only be 
taken down and printed under the authority of the Commif- . 
lieners, and that they Ihould be publiflied in a numerical ar« 
rangement,' fo as to render it impoflible to afcertain the order 
in which they were drawn. Another regulation he meant to 
propofe, was, to prevent infurances at licenfed offices, unlefs 
where the tickets infured were adually produced, and more ef- 
fe6lual]y to fupprefs all unlicenfed offices. 

Mr. TAYLOR did not think the regulations would anfwer 
the purpofe; if he faw any regulations which he thought likely 
to remedy the evils, it was very much his inclination, at the 
prefent moment, to give every affiftance to the execute Govern- 
ment with refped to money, inftead of throwing any impedi* 
ment in the way. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, it was abfolutely necefiary to have 
a radical remedy, and that no palliation would do : — As to the 
regulations propofed by the right honourable gentleman, it ap» 
peared to him, that the only eiFcA of the ift regulation would 
be, to make gambling deeper; that, with refped to the 2d, 
it was impoflible to fhut up Guildhall, fo as to have nobody 
there but the Commiflioners ; for the biifiners muft be carried 
on publicly, and the regulation was, ofeourfe, impradicable. 
As to the laft regulation, with regard to lottery offices, it was 
evident, from pall experience, that it muft be totally nugatory. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT replied to the obfervations made by 
Mr. Sheridan, and faid, that the public benefit was too great 
to be hazarded, on fuch an occafion as the prefent : but he 
had no objeftion to delay the report till Thurfday, when th^re^ 
would be an opportunity for a full and fair difeuflion. 

After which, the refolution moved by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, that the fum of 675,000!. be raifed by way of lot- 
tery, for the fervice of the year' 1793, was.put and carried. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT then moved, that there be iifued to 
His Mqefty, for the fervice of the year 1793, the £um of 
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255iOOol. out of the furptus artfing from the confolidated fund, 
from the 5th of January 1793^ to the 5th of January 1794. 
This refolution was alfo agreed to; and the Houfe being re* 
fumed, the report was ordered to be received on Thurfday 
next. 

Sir JOHN SINCLAIR moved, that the order of the day 
fot refummg the adjourned debate on the Board of Agriculture, 
fhould be read : after which, with the percniiTion of the Houfe 
(which the Speaker dated to be nece(rary in point of order, sta 
he had fpoke in the former debate,) he proceeded to fay a few 
words in fupport of the propriety of the addrefs to His Majedy, 
which he had the honour of moving on Wcdn'cfday laft. 

Mr. BUXTON fiipported the motion of the honourable 
Baronet*. 

Mr. HUSSEY fpoke ftrongly againft the motion. He fald 
there was a fociety edabliihed for the fame purpofe in the 
Adelphi, fupported by voluntary contributions, which had fub- 
(ifted for forty years/ The fum contributed amounted to 
laool. a year, and they didributed 800I. annually in premiums; 
Many other fimilar focieties exided in different parts of the* 
country. He had made many inquiries of thofe perfons whom 
he contidered mod capable of forming an opinioif as to the pro- 
bable good to be expeded from the prefent plan ; and he had 
found none of them who thought it a proper plan. He was 
convinced the motives of the honourable Baronet were pure, 
but he could not agree to take 3000I. a year out of the pockets 
of the people for the purpofe of trying proje^s. , He thought 
the Houfe had no right to do fo, and he would therefore give 
his decided negative to the motion, and thought it his duty to 
take the fenfe of the Houfe upon it. 

Mr. DUNCOMEE differed from his honourable friend who 
fpoke lad : he conceived the improvement of agriculture to be 
of the highed importance ; and, as his expeiflations from the 
propofed plan were pretty confiderable, be would certainly 
give it his fupport. 

Mr. D. SCOTT thought it the duty of the Houfe to proteft 
agriculture as much as they had done commerce, and exprefled 
his approbation to the motion bf the honourable Baronet. 

Mr. Rolle and Mr. Stanley jun. fpoke alfo in favour of the 
wiotion* 
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Mr. PULTENEY fupported the motion ; ihoexpinoo^^iiras 
trifling, in proportion to the probable benefits to be«xpcMSM 
from it; benefits, which would not be felt by thevprdpriOton 
of land only, but by the fanners ftill more, and indeed by ail 
ranks. 

Sir W. DOLBEN was decifively of opinion, that, unleia 
the fum propofed ihould be doubled, and one half of it diftrU 
buted in premiums, no praSical advantage would arife from 
t|)e prefent plan. The fociety which had been mentioned by 
an honourable gentleman (Mr. Htilfey) to which he had the 
honour to belong, as well as the other private focieties, would 
be placed in a very Angular fituation. This Board would af* 
fume to itfelf the whole corrcfpondcnce, and the private focie- 
ties were to be left to pay the rewards, not upon their own dif- 
cretion, but upon that of the new Board. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, it was the firfi time he had heard of 
its being a circumfiance of degradation to pay rewards: the two 
following lines, which at prefent occurred to him, as applied 
to this country, expreifed a very different fentiment — 

Let people do, or let people fay. 

It always looks great, to havefomethingto pay. 

In his opinion it was impoflible to give a good reafon why the 
Public Ihould pay the expence propofed: it was faid the Com- 
miflioners were to a£l without any reward ; but, for his part, 
he was always extremely jealous when he found gentlemen too 
forward and zealous to do good to the Public for nothing : 
upon that footing the Board of Control had been inftituted.— > 
He had no objection to the principles of the motion, indepen- 
dent of the one he had mentioned, and would therefore con- 
clude with moving, as an amendment to the addrefs, to leave 
out the latter part of it, and to infert the following words, 
“ providing that no expence whatever attending the fame fhall 
fall upon the Public.” 

Sir WATKIN LEWES fpoke in favour of the original 
motion for the addrefs. 

Mr. MILBANK, conceiving this to be only a motion for 
leave to bring in a bill, faid he tyould not oppofe it in tho pre- 
fent fiage. 
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Tlw SPEAKER expUioed dixt nd bill wm intended to be 
brongbt in». and ,thM« in the ihape of die bnfinefs, the ptefent 
wastbe oidy ftage in which u opportunity would be afforded of 
.making’imy c^pofition to it. 

Mr. FOX wiihed to ftate a few reafons which would cer* 
tunly induce him to give his negative to the addrefs propofed. 
He certainly thought agriculture of thehigheft importance; 
and, if any beneficial, improvement fhould be made in it, no- 
thing could he a more proper objed of public reward. But i|e 
had no conception that the prefent plan could do any. He 
agreed entirely that the Houfe had no right to apply to fuch a 
purpofe the money of the pet^le. He could not conceive that 
the nomination of a Board of this kind ought to be by His Ma- 
jefty ; and he confeflU it was an additional argument with him 
againft the appointment being by His Majefly, that no perlbn 
could be appointed to any office under the Board, not taking 
the facrament according to the form of the Church of England. 
Various other objedions occurred to him, and as he faw no 
good to be expeded from it, he would certainly give it his ne- 
gative. 

Mr. HUSSEY faid, as there was now a new motion, he 
was entitled to another hearing. He again fpoke at fome 
length againft the a^refs, and difapproved highly of voting 
money in that Hidden way all at once, inljiead of originating 
the matter in a Committee of Supply, by which means it would 
be liable to inveftigation in the different ftages of its progrefs. 

Mr. MARTIN faid he had come down to the Houfe pre- 
judice in favour of the addrefs, and had not altered his opinion 
upon the merits ; but, from what he had heard fo ably ftate by 
the honourable gentleman who fpoke laft, he could not agree 
to vote money in that fummary manner. 

Mr. CAWTHORNE fpoke in favour of the original mo- 
tion for the edrefs. 

Mr. GREY laid he would vote for the amendment propofed 
by hit honourable friend* though he would rather have wifhed 
it he gone the length of givinga dire£l negative to the motion 
of the honourable Baronet. It was impoffible for him to agree 
to vole a fhilling from ^the poclcets of his conftituents for ereA- 
ing boards ae creating expence, at a time when we ou^t ra- 
ther to look for every poffible reduAion of expence. 
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Mr. Chancellor PITT and Sir WILLIAM DOtKW 
faid each a few words ; after which Mr. ^eridan’s ainttd^ 
mentwas negatived without adivifion, and the Houfe' di- 
vided on the original motion for an addrefs to His Majelfy ; 

lAyes, lei ; Noes, 26. Majority for die motion, 75. 

'The report of the Committee of the whole Houfe, on the 
bill for regulating the government and trade, being brought 
up : on reading the claufe tu enable His Majefty to appoint 
.two additional Commilfioners for the management of the 
affairs of India, who are not Privy Counfellors, and with 
certain fixed falaries, 

Mr. FOX faid, that when a claufe of this alarming na- 
ture, with refpedl to influence, came to be difcufled, he 
would have wifhed to have feen in their places thofe honour- 
able gentlemen who had expreffed their fentiments fo ftrong- 
ly on former occaflons againft the influence of the Crown. 
It was furely, on every account, proper that; they Ihould 
come forward, and give a decided opinion on this queftion : 
let them fay whether they have altered their former opinion ? 
or, if they have not altered it, which he trufted they luul not, 
whether they can reconcile the fupport of fuch a meafure as 
the prefent with that opinion ? Perfons in their high fltua- 
tions ought to attend and to ^ve their votes. He would 
wifh to know from them how far they thought it right to go, 
in caf« of danger and emergency, in fupport of any plans 
brought forward by Minifters i and whether they were never 
to oppofe this fhamelefs increafe of influence i As to the 
thing itfelf, there are two very confiderable offices, with Cer- 
tain fixed falaries, added to the patronage of the Crown. 
It was indeed hinted, that perhaps fome offices, belon^ng to 
another kingdom, held at prefent by perfons in this country, 
would be taken off from the patronage here ; but, be this as 
it may, will not the patronage of another country bear upon 
this? When the Board of Control was firft appointedi it 
was faid there were to be no falaries ; and furely this country 
was never in a fituation which called for ftri^r aaconomy 
than when we are involved in war, and in difficulties of 
which we cannot fee a probable fpeedy terminatidn. How- 
ever great his perfonal refped for the honourable gentleflam 
Voi,.XXXV. 4B 
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he lud; to, he could not but cbmplain of their ab> 

fence ; and he called too upon all thofewho, in the year 
1789* j<Niwd ia the vote of diat Houfe, that the influence c£ 
the Croiyn had increnfed, was increafing, and oug^t to be 
. diminilhed, to cqme forward: let them fay whether they 
were then right ? And, if fo, whether that influence has flnee 
decreafed ? With refped to His Majefty’s Privy Counci- 
lors, there were furely many of them who poiTefs lucrative 
ofiicesi under the Crown, who may have leifure fuflicient, to ■ 
attend to the buflnefs of the Board of Control ; fuch as the 
Treafurer of the. Houfehold, the Poflmafters General,' the 
Treafuier of the Navy, &c. If this were not the cafe, the 
appointment of this Board of Control, in the manner it was- 
held out at firft, was nothing but a deceit pradifed upon the 
public. Mr. Fox faid, he was determined to take the fenfe 
of the Houle to-night ; and, if he was then uhfuccefsful, to 
do fo in any future llage of the bill, where the forms of the- 
Houle would permit him, with refpeA to this particular claufe, 
as he was lelblved it Ihould not be faid tl»t a fair opportunity 
had not been given to every gentleman to give his vote and 
opinion. If he limited his oppolition, at prefent, to that 
claufe alone, it was not becaufe he did not dillike many other 
parts of tlK bill, but becaufe he did not wilh now to mix any 
other part of it with diis. He did hot wilh to fay any thing 
perlbnal to the right honourable gentleman oppolke to him 
(^. Dundas), who was not only Treafurer of the Navy, 
but alfo Secretary of State and Prefident of the Board of 
Control. He alluded to this for no other purpofe than to alk 
if that right honourable gentleman had, for two years pal^ 
difebarged the important duties of Secretary of State, and at 
the lame tinw had aAed as Prelident of the Board of Con- 
trol; whether a Treafurer of the Houfehold, or a Poft- 
txtafier, mig^t not have had leifure to a& in the fame capa- 
city! He, would only Amber oblerve, that as it was held 
out that, when offices are divided, diere Ihould be additional 
falaries, it would feem to follow that, when they were united, 
there Ihould be a ^ving to the public, thoi^h he had never 
het^ diat took .^acd with relpeft to the right honoura- 
ble g^defl^^, nr that he did not receive the falaries and 
emohunmtts of all Ae diflorent offices held by him. 
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Mr. Secretary DUNDAS adverted to the pbfeiMtioiis rf 
the right honourable gentleman who fpoke laft upon the 
Alienee of the Crown, and the vote which that Houfe paAed 
in the year 1780, expreflive of the neceAity of that inAtiende 
being diminiflied, and alfo the call of that right honourable 
gentleman upon thofe who wted for that refolution to fiip- 
port its principle to-night. He faid there was no need to do 
fb, and, of all the Members of that Houfe, the right honour** 
able gentleman had the lead reafon to complain of patronage 
on the affairs of India, for before he called upon others to 
explain their condu£k upon that fubje£l, he would have a 
good deal to explain for himfelf. As to the vote on the in- 
Auence of the Crown at the time he alluded to, gendemen 
would recolle£l that it was followed up by a bill which car- 
ried the fpirit of the refolution into eifedi, and therefore there 
the fubjed ended. But with regard to any general regula- 
tion of the affairs of a great empire, he never heard any one 
yet fay that all induence of the Crown ihould be avoided, 
although Tome eflential obje£l ihould be obtained by it. But 
when the right honourable gentleman came to make any al- 
legation of this kind, he ihould recolle<d the nature of the 
bill brought in by himfelf for the regulation of the affairs of 
India, and confider and compare that and the bill now before 
the Houfe ; when that was done, he would venture to aifert^ 
that the prefent meafure did not teifd to create one hundredth 
part of the patronage that would have attended the bill of 
the right honourable gentleman. He knew what be was fay- 
ing, and he was perfectly ready to compare the conAftency of 
his conduft with the right honourable gentleman on (he af- 
fairs of India. The bill of the right honourable gentleman 
went to the appointment of nine Commiffioners, who, in 
point of hStj would have had the whole power and patronage 
of India. Thefe Commiffioners were not to aft without fa- 
laries. He then obferved, that he did not at this time, nor 
had he at any other former time, either faid, written,. or 
printed any thing invidious upon this fubje£l ; be only men- 
tioned theib things now to ihew that a confiderable degree of 
patronage muft neceffiu*ily aittend power ; and had the con- 
trary been fainted to that right honourable gentleman, when 
his ^biU illras under (tticuAaon, his own good feu^ woidd na- 

4 B 2 
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turally have fpurned at it. He then came to the nature of 
the fubjeft now under difcuffion, and maintained that the 
appointment of two Commiflionera in the manner propofed 
in the bill was highly neceflary. He was fpeaking from ex- 
perience, and he was perfedly ready to fay that there fliould 
be in the Board of Control two members of a certain de- 
feription, and of a certain age, which might fit them for the 
conduA of bufinefs of this kind. He was no friend to the 
idea of leaving it to the care of that Houfe. He did i^ot 
mean to fay that the Houfe was lazy, for that Houfe was 
never lazy when it ought to be aftive ; but he had often felt 
and lamented that the Houfe was often unwilling to take up 
and examine the affairs of India. There were perfons 
brought up in the confideration of the Indian government, 
inured and prepared, as it were, folely for that purpofe, and 
whofe knowledge could not be fo well applied to any other 
objed. This was a confideration that weighed with him 
very much in favour of the appointment of thefe Commif- 
fioners, andne would venture to affirm^ that this fort of re- 
gulation was infinitely more applicable to India than to any 
part of the Government of this country. He was fatisfied 
that the knowledge of the whole Board w^ould foon become 
more general in confequence of this mode, and it was upon 
it that he calculated the permanence of the Board itfclf, as 
well as the fyflem to be fupporied by it. He faw much ad- 
vantage to be derived from the plan, if thefe Commiflioners 
faw they would not be under the neceffity of leaving that 
Board before they became Privy Counfellors. They would 
proceed in a laborious fituation of bufinefs, which, without 
the fort of knowledge which he had alluded to already, could 
not be carried on, and to which almofl every other perfon 
was a ftranger until a late period either of his natural or po* 
litical life. Thefe were his reafons for this meafure, and the 
Houfe were to judge whether they were good or bad. He 
then took notice of another part of the fubjeA, to which the 
right honourable gentleman had alluded. He had alked 
whether Privy Counfellors could not be introduced into this 
Board, already pofleffing ceitain offices, the duty of which 
would not prevent them from attending to this bufinefs? 
He faid he did not mean to enter into the general fobje^t of 
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the influence of the Crown at this moment, but he knew per* 
feAly^ well that the bill which followed the refolution of that 
Houfe upon the influence of the Crown was at that time 
thought to bring that influence to as narrow a as could 
have been done with due refpeS to the Sovereig^ with whofe 
honour, intereft, and dignity, we were fo much connected. 
There was a part of the right honourable gentleman’s fpeech 
remaining which he hardly knew how to anfwer. He meant 
tha^ which related perfonally to himfelf in the fituation in 
which he flood. It would be a very arrogant thing indeed in 
him to fay that he was adequate to the fituation in which he 
flood, or that the office of Secretary of State was an objedl of 
his defire. It was thought neceifary that he fhould obey His 
Majefly’s commands upon that appointment, and he was 
thereby placed in a fituation which he did not expefl. He 
accepted of the office of Secretary of State, under the idea 
that he was not to receive any falary for it. He had, from 
circumflances which it would not be either regular or prudent 
to explain at large at this time, remained in that fituation from 
day to day to the prcfent time — a period much beyond his ejc- 
peflation, and againil his inclination ; for he was ready to ac* 
knowledge what he really felt — that every hour he rofe in the 
morning, and every hour he went to bed at night, he found he 
had a talk upon his hands greater than he was able to perform. 
He believed there was no man who felt more upon this occa- 
fion than he felt himfelf. Either one or the other of thefe of* 
fices he had were perfedly enough for any man, and it was 
rather hard they fhould be all impofed upon him. He held 
thefe offices only for a time, and from a combination of cir* 
cumftances ; and he was perfedly ready to confefs, that if the 
offices had been feparated, they would both have been better 
executed. Upon the grounds, however, which he had already 
flated, he hoped the Houfe would be of opinion that the pa- 
tronage alluded to by thS right honourable gentleman was not 
more than was neceifary, for the purpofe of a proper regula* 
tion of the affairs of India. 

Mr. FOX explained what he meant when he fp^ke upon 
the influence of the Crown, and thef creation of offices, both 
*at home and abroad. With refpe£l to the bill which he brought 
in upon the affairs of India^ he muft confefs, perhaps it was 
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from vanity, he felt himfelf gratified upon the refleftion, that 
whatever blame it might incur, it certainly did not tend to add 
to the influence of the Crown. It might be much worfe than 
the prefent bill, but it certainly did not rcfemble the prefent 
bill in the fmalleft degree. But he muft ftill fay, that, with 
all due regard to the great abilities of the right honourable 
gentleman (the Chancellor of the Exchequer), he (Mr. Fox) 
had always thought himfelf, upon this fubjeS, although other- 
wife inadequate, perfectly fufficient to contend with him.’ 
He thought fo upon the India Declaratory bill ; and on the 
difeuflion of it in that Houfe, and in the public opinion, he 
had not the worft of it. Whenever that fi.bjcft came to be 
difculftd, he ftjould Ihevv that there was no part of the bill 
which he had the honour to bring into that Houfe upon the 
affairs of India that was dangerous to the Conilitution of this 
country. By that bill he meant to confine the influence of the 
Crown in appointing Commillioncrs — influence which, under 
the various meafures of His Majefty’s Minifters, fince that 
period had increafed to a pitch fo high as to be now equal to 
what it w'as when the Houfe voted for its diminution. He 
muff again repeat, if the right honourable gentleman thought 
he had any advantage which he would wave upon the fubjeft of 
India bills, he had no gratitude to him for his forbearance 
upon the fubjeft. He only objefted to-night upon part of the 
bill ; he Ihould have other obje£lions to urge upon another dif- 
euflion. As to the circiimftance of the right honourable gen- 
tleman not receiving the falary of the office of Secretary of 
State, he could know nothing of it. If the public had bene- 
fited from that circumftance, he, as a Member of that Houfe, 
muft have known of it, by its being brought to public account. 
If the public were not to have it, he could have no objeftion 
to its being received by the right honourable gentleman. If 
it was to be carried to the public account, the public ought to 
be told wherein they received that benefit. 

Mr. GREY afked, if the right honourable gentleman had 
not received the falary of the office of Secretary of State, how 
had it been applied, and what became of the emolument ? 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that, in confequence of his 
right honourable friend having declined to receive the falary, 
it had been added to the Civil Lift. ^ 
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Mr. FOX faii, that whenever there was appointed si Secre- 
tary of State who was to receive the falary of the office^ there 
would be fomething wanted for the Civil Lift. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he fliould like to know to what 
fund the falary alluded to had been applied^ but he did not be- 
iicve he fliould have much information upon that fubjedl ; nor 
did he fee any reafon for congratulating that Hoiife on that 
part of the right honourable gentleman’s fpeech which con- 
.veyed information that there was foon to be a fucceflbr to tho 
right honourable gentleman in the office of Secretary. As to 
the bill of his right honourable friend (Mr. Fox), to which 
allufion had been made, he mult fay that the conclufion which 
the right honourable gentleman wilhed to draw from it was 
wholly and entirely unwarrantable, for he meant to imprefs 
upon the Houfe that the influence of this bill was of the fame 
nature, but not to the fame extent, as the bill of his right ho- 
nourable friend ; perfedly the reverfe was the cafe ; and fo 
the Houfe muft feel when they refledted on the arguments 
made ufe of againft the bill of his right honourable friend 
when it was under difeuflion, for its opponents all exclaimed 
againft it, on account of the encoachments which it made on 
the pow'^er of the Crown, which were faid to be fo violent in 
that refpeft, that they almoft took away the crown from the 
head of the Sovereign ; that therefore it could not be fimilar to 
this, for here the objeftions were to the increafe of the power 
and to the influence of the Crown. The queftion here put to 
the right honourable gentleman who brought in this bill was, 
upon what ground it was that he called upon the Houfe to 
agree to a meafure that tended to increafe the influence of the 
Crown in the manner and to the extent of appointing thefc 
Commiflioners ? Were there not a fufficient number of fine- 
cure places already held by gentlemen, who ought to lend their 
affiftance to Government in carrying on the plan of the go- 
vernment of India, without creating new offices of high emo- 
lument, patronage, and influence ? The right honourable 
gentleman had faid, that young gentlemen fliould be appointed 
to thbfe offices, educated, as it were, in Indian politics ; and 
then again he was pleafed to pay the Houfe a compliment, by 
denying its lazinefs, as he was pleafed to tei^ it, and faying 
that Houfe was never lazy when it ought to be aAive. This 
2 
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compliment! he had no doubt, was well deferved, and the 
public would be of that opinion when^ they recollc£led that 
there never had been any difficulty in forming ballots, and that 
the public bufinefs had never been delayed on that or any other 
account, and that there had not been one contefted ele6lion un« 
fettled for three years, nor any foundation for any complaint 6f 
that nature. It muft, however, be confeflTed, that the right 
honourable gentleman had hit upon a very good method of im- 
proving the diligence of the young gentlemen whom he fliould 
appoint to the Board, namely, that of giving them large fala- 
ries : this was certainly an excellent fpur to their induftry, at 
lead until they got their appointments. He had contrived an 
excellent method of inftmfling them too, for the India Houfe 
was to be turned into a fort of menagerie for inftrufiing young 
gentlemen in the fcience of India politics. As to the reluc- 
tant manner in which*the right honourable gentleman had ac- 
cepted his various offices, he fhould only fay, that if he found 
the talks of them irkfome, there ought to be fomething given 
to him to proceed in his duty on his foreign and home depart- 
ments, if they were too laborious for him. The queftion, 
too, why gentlemen holding fmccures under Government 
fhould bear part in the labour to be created under the prefent 
bill was pretty well fettled, for the young gentlemen to be em- 
ployed might be taught in time at the India Houfe, the feniors 
had taken care of the finecures for themfelves ; and the reafon 
why thefe young fcholars in politics fhould have no finecures 
was pretty obvious, the feniors had got them already. If, 
for inilance, it was a(ked \vhy one of them fhould not be ap- 
pointed Clerk of the Signet in Scotland? the anfwcr was, 
that was already held by the Treafurcr of the Navy ; or why 
one of them fhould not be appointed to the office of the Trea- 
furcr of the Navy ? the anfwcr was, that was already held by 
the Secretary of State ; or why one of them fhould not be ap- 
pointed Warden of the Cinque Ports ? the anfwer was, that 
was already held by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. The 
right -honourable gentleman, however, was a little tender upon 
the fubjeS of the youth of thofe Commiffioners when he came 
to confider the probability of their becoming Priyy Counfel-* 
lors ; poifibly he might have been a littib prompted upon that 
fubjeft by bis right honourable friend (the Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer)^ who himfelf had the good fortune to be a Privy 
Counfellor before he was five and twenty, and a relation of his 
at the age of twenty-three. Thefe feniors gave away all .fine- 
cure places firft ; left thefe junior politicians to be taught theilr 
trade before they (hould come in for 'a fhare, and then, with 
the gravity of Neftors, they turned round to the Houfe, and 
faid, “ Let us, for God’s fake, have no young men Privy 
Counfellors.** 

The Houfe then divided ; 

For the claufe, 113; Againft it, 42. 

Mr. GREGOR propofed a claufe to oblige the Company to 
provide (hipping for the export of 1500 tons of copper, the 
property of private adventurers, if at any time their own ex- 
port of copper (hould fall (hort of that quantity, which was 
added to the bill. 

Mr. WILBER FORCE propofed feveral claufes, which 
were adopted. Adjourned. 

fVednefdayf 22d May. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE moved the order of the day for the 
Houfe to refolve itfclf into a Committee of the whole Houfe, 
to confider of a motion for preventing the fupply of foreign 
powers with flaves. 

Mr. CAWTHORNE oppofed the motion upon various 
grounds. That it was too late in the feflion— that the queftion 
ought to be at reit — that our trade was injured by the difcu(fion 

that the fubjeft had loft its popularity — that none but DiflTen- 

ters and enemies to our conftitution in Church and State wi(hcd 
for the abolition of the (lave trade — tliat the rafcality of the Na- 
tional Convention of France was well known, and that they 
were determined to carry on what the honourable gentleman 
wifhed this country to abandon— and that in every point of view 
his motion ought to be negatived. 

Mr. BUXTON was decidedly in favour of the motion, and 
confidered that every hour’s delay of the total abolition of this 
inhuman traffic was a difgrace to this country. 

Sir WILLIAM DOLBEN confidered the queftion to be, 
whether we (hould, as a matter of mere trade*and commerce, 
fell our fellow beings to any who might be infamous enough 
to buy them*? As to the fupply of our own colonies, the mor 
VoLs XXXV. 4 C 
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tion didnol touch that point ; and he knew that many men who 
did not agree to the abolition of the trade, as far as it regarded 
our own iflands, were yet friends to this meafurc) This very 
moitning he convcrfed with one of the befl- informed men in 
the kingdom upon that very fubjeft, and he was of opinion, 
that to flop the fupply to foreign powers would not be detri- 
mental to our commerce. The qiicftion then was, whether for 
mere wantonnefs, wc fliould continue a traffic that was a fcan- 
dal and a difgracc to tiiis country ? 

Mr. FRANCIS obferved, that it was rather fingular that 
ah honourable gentleman, in his great eagernefs to prove that 
the National Convention of France were a fet of rafcals, that 
he fhould recommend to this country to purfue their conduft 
with refpedl to the Have trade. That, to an ordinary undsr- 
ftanding, would feem fometliing like a reafon for our not per- 
fifting in the traffic. 

Mr. COURTENAY faid, that the honourable gentleman 
who had fupported the Have trade, had aftonifhed him. The 
National Convention of France were rafcals, it fcemeci, and 
therefore in every thing they did that was bad, we Ihould imi- 
tate them, and as to any thing that might be good, we Ihould 
leave it to be done by themfelvcs, for they had once mentioned 
the abolition of the Have trade. The friends of the motion for 
the abolition of the Have trade were DifTenters, and enemies to 
the Conftitution of this country in church and Itate. If he 
undcrflood that Englifh Irifh, he muft fay tlie Houfe were for- 
tunate in having fuch a Member, for he would often enter- 
tain them better than any other perfon, as he had the advan- 
tage of pofTciling an Englifh idiom, and an Irifh mode of rea- 
foning — of this his fpcech was a good fpecimen, for he had in- 
cluded in one general obfervation all perfons who wiHied for 
thfe abolition of the Have trade as enemies to the Conflitulion 
of this country in church and ftate, and yet it was a truth well 
known that all deferiptions of men, churchmen, and DifTen- 
ters of all denominations, had petitioned for the abolition of this 
mofl infamous traffic. In the infamy and inhumanity of this 
trade all feifiaries had agreed, which was very extraordinary, 
for on all other controverted points they always differed 5 per- 
haps if it had been a text from^ feripture they might have differ- 
ed; but here they were unanimous, and therefore die obfem- 
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tion of the honourable gentleman, that all the friends of the 
abolition of the Have trade were enemies to the Conftitution in 
church and (late, was an Irifti obfervation- This was, how- 
ever, only a miftakeof the honourable gentleman, for bethought 
they were all Dillenters, and againit them he had conceived an 
anger which might have hurried him a little farther than he 
intended to go — perhaps he was determined, like the wife of 
Bath— 

That the nation ne’er can thrive, 

Until the rogues are burnt alive. 

The honourable gentleman ought to be obliged to him for 
faying what it was he meant to have faid for himfelf, and when 
a gentleman of his great abilities could not produce a good ar- 
gument in favour of the Have trade, it certainly could not be 
founded on jufticc or humanity. With refpecl to the National 
Convention, Mr. Courtenay faid, there was no reafon for 
pronouncing any panegyric upon their proceedings, many of 
them were contrary to jurtice and Inimaniiy, and he thought 
worfe of them than once he might ; however, that was no reafon 
for our giving fupport to a trade for fupplyingthem with Haves. 
With regard to the honourable gentleman who brought for- 
ward this motion, he might fay, he thouglit he deferved the 
thanks of that Houfe, and the gratitude of the Public; for his 
perfeverance in a meafure that would carry his name down to 
poiterity with honour. 

The Houfe then divided. 

For the motion, 61 ; Againft it, 18. 

The Houfe being in a Committee, Mr. Wilberforce moved, 
that the Chairman be direiEled to move the Houfe, that leave 
be given to bring in a bill to prevent the fupplying of foreign 
nations with flaves. 

Mr. Cawthornc oppofed it, as did alfo Mr. Eft wick, Mr. 
Dent, and Lord Shelfield. Mr. W. Smith, ''Sir W . Dolben, 
and Mr. Wilberforce fupported it. 

The Committee divided, 

For the motion, 51 ; Againft it, 2+. 

The bill was then ordered to be brought in, and Mr. Wil- 
berforce, Sir W. Dolben, Mr. Chancellor Pitt," and Mr. Fox, 
were ordered to prepare it. 

The Houfe adjourned. - 

4C 2 
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Thurfday^ May. . 

At four oMock the Speaker counted the Houle, when only 
37 Members being prefent, an adjournment took place. 

Friday^ 74th May. 

Mr. HOBART brought up the report of the two refolutions 
agreed to by the Committee of Ways and Means, on Friday 
laft, which were read a firft time; on the queftion, that they , 
be read a fecond time, 

Mr. M. A. TAYLOR faid that he conceived it would only 
be trifling with the time of the Houfe, were he to enter into 
the general objeftions'to the fyftem of raifing money by public 
lotteries. He would therefore beg leave to call back to the re- 
collection of the honourable gentleman the arguments whic|i 
had been fo ably urged on the fubjed, upon former occafions, 
and particularly to the debates which took place in the laft 
feflion ; when, the great variety of evils, and the ruin and dif- 
trefs to numberlefs individuals, which had arifen from, and 
feemed the almoft unavoidable confequences of lotteries, were 
Rated in fo ftrong and clear a point of view by many honour- 
able gentlemen by whom he was then fupported, on both Tides 
of the Houfe, and feemed fo generally admitted, that, if he 
had begun his oppofition to the bufinefs at the proper time, he 
would probably have fucceeded in putting an end to the nuifance 
of lotteries. It had been faid in defence of them, that they 
were a voluntary tax, and a clear gain to the Public, to the 
extent of the revenue raifed by them ; but he conceived that the 
fums raifed by lotteries were not clear gain to the Public ; both 
becaufe thofe who adventure in lotteries render themfelves lefs 
able to contribute otherwife to the public revenue, and becaufe 
whenever ioo,oool. is raifed to the public by way of lottery^ 
another ioo,oool. is put into the pockets of others, by whofe 
miichievous pradlices, incredible numbers are brought to ruin. 
He knew there were fome perfons who fay, that at prefent^ 
no way of raifing money ought to be oppofed ; but to this he 
could not accede, though he was furdy very defirous to give 
no oppofition, at the prefent moment, to raifing any necelTary 
fupply,' how much foever he might difapprove of the ineafures 
•f Miniftry, becaufe there was, in his mind, bardiy any other 
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way of raifing money fo objefiionable as" the doing it by lotte- 
ry : He confefTed he would be deiirous of making fome fort df 
compromife with the Houfe, which might lead to getting rid 
of the nuifance of lotteries, when an end fliould be put to the 
pr^fent war, which he could call by no other name than that of 
an accurfed war. W ith refpeft to. the regulations now pro- 
pofed to be introduced by the right honourable gentleman, 
this was not the proper time for faying any thing upon them, 
as they would come properly to be difcufled when the bill 
Ihould be brought in, though he certainly doubted their an- 
fwering the purpofes propofed. Mr. Taylor mentioned the 
receipt tax as one which he thought perhaps the beft of any, 
though it was at prefent much evaded, and this he thought 
might be properly remedied by refiifing to admit any thing as 
legal evidence of a payment exceeding lol. unlefs either a 
ftamped receipt (hall be produced, or that the perfon proving 
the payment (hall alfo fwear that he faw a ftamped receipt 
given for 'it; — He did not know what addition might, by this 
regulation, be derived to the revenue, but only fuggefted it as 
a matter that had occurred to him. On thefubjedl before the 
Houfe, he would fay nothing more at prefent ; becaufe, if the 
recolleftion of the debates w^hich had formerly taken place had 
no weight with the Houfe, he had not the vanity to^think, 
that any thing which he could fay w'ould make any impreflion. 

The refolutions were then read a fecond time, and agreed to 
by the Houfe, and a bill ordered to be brought in upon the 
firft refolution, for raifing a certain fum of money by way of 
lottery. 

The order of the day being read for the the third reading of 
the bill for regulating the Government and trade of India ; 
and, on the queftion that the bjll be read a third time, 

Mr. FOX faid, as he iinderftood there were a number of 
claufes to be brought up, fo that the queftion could not imme- 
diately be put for pafling the bill, he would not oppofe its be- 
ing read a third time. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS then brought up a number of 
daufes, which were agreed to, and ordered to be added to the 
bill by way of riders. 

- Mr. FOX confidered, that, it was without example to bring 
forward, at the third reading of this important bill, fo many 
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claufesi and yet to refufe the Houfe time to deliberate upon 
them, or to judge of tt^e import of each of them. By fuch an 
expedient, it would be in the power of any Minider to evade 
the forms of the Houfe. This feemed to be an imitation of a 
legiflation, not much admired in this country, which propofed 
and pafled its decrees on the fame day ; whereas, he had ever 
held the forms of Parliament, which render deliberation flow, 
before a bill can pafs into a law, to be one of the moft valu* 
able parts of our Conftitution. 

Mr. DUNDAS replied, that in all bills, which had impor* 
tant and public fubje£ls to arrange, new matter muft neceflarily 
occur in the progrefs of difcuflion ; that the prafticc of Parlia* 
ment was, to introduce thefe fubjeds, as riders to a bill, or as 
additional claufes; and, therefore, the introdudlion of addi- 
tional ciaufes into this bill was only employing the means, by 
which Parliament, in all fuch cafes, could render an a£l as 
full and comprchenfive, as the nature and magnitude of the 
fubjed required. 

Mr. FRANCIS thought, that though this might be the 
praflicc of the Houfe, yet in the bill now before the Houfe, 
it would be impoflible for the Members to examine and deli- 
berate on the import of the propofed claufes, if the pafling of 
the bill, at the prefent meeting, fliould be preflTed. 

Thcle objedions Mr. Dundas removed by fpccifying, that 
there was no new matter in the claufes, but only certain provi- 
fions upon fubjeds, on which there had been the fulled evi- 
dence on the table, and on fubje£ts too, which had been in the 
cxpeSancy of the Houfe. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that the evidence of this fa£t con- 
fided folely in the aflertion of the right honourable Secretary ; 
that the Houfe were excluded from the poffibility of invediga- 
tion by his precipitant meafures; that many of the claufes re- 
ferred to fubjefts which were as novel, as they were material ; 
particularly, that one which regarded Nootka Sound.' The 
'nation had expended, he faid, four millions, in vindicating its 
right to this trade ; and yet, for his part, he never could dif- 
cpver, either that fuch a trade now exided, or was likely to ex* 
id; But taking the bill and its* claufes into view, he knew no- 
thing that they refembled, unlefs it was a dage coach, in 
the i^fide bore ipfo proportion to tlui outfule pjiiTengers* 
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The claufe was then read, by which {hips from Noofka 
Sound are to be Hcenfed to trade to Japan and China, but pro* 
hibited from bringing the produce of thefe countries to Great 
Britain. 

Here the Speaker ftated a difficulty which occurred refpeft- 
ing the forms of the Houfe ; whether, as this particular fub- 
jeft, though connefted with the India trade and a new one, 
ought not to pifs in a Committee of the whole Houfe. The; 
Speaker gave it as hisbpinion, that under all the circumftanccs 
of the cafe, it muft pafs through a Committee. 

The Houfe being refolved into a Committee, Mr. Fox ob- 
jefted to the claufe, by ftating, that under it the fubjefts of 
Great Britain, who might enter on the trade, would carry it 
on under much greater di fad vantages than the fubjefts of any 
other European power. The Britifh trader muft aft under a 
licenfe, whilil the American trader required none: Thus, in 
faft, though we had threatened Spain with a war, to maintain 
our right to this trade, Spain alone, from the vicinity of its 
fettlcments, would draw profits from it. It had been faid, 
that the Britifli concerned in this trade had confented to the 
propofed licenfe; but who were thefe traders? If any fiich 
exifted, they were few, and it would be impolitic to take the 
confent of a few as a rcafon for excluding, for 21 years, the 
numbers, who, according to the magniried accounts of the 
importance of the trade, might engage in it. 

I'o this it was replied, that feveral Ihips were already profit- 
ably employed in this trade ; that the owners of them were cer- 
tainly better judges of the meafure than any other perfon 
could be ; and that their confent was all that could be reforted 
to, fince it was impofiible to look forward to the fuppofed opi- 
nions of thofe, who feeing the profits from trading to Nootka 
Sound, under the propoftd licenfe, might afterwards wilh to 
evade it, forclandeftine purpofes* 

The claufe was then read and agreed to. 

Mr. PULTENEY next brought up a claufe, propofing to 
give the exporters of goods, in the Company’s Ihips, a right 
to carry out military ftores, ammunition, mafts, fpars, cordage, 
anchors, pitch, tar, and copper. 

Mr. DEVAYNES objefted to this claufe, that the licenfe 
to t{ie private trader, to export military ftores and amtnunition 

2 
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in the Company’s fliips, would, infa6b, be furnilhing the na- 
tives with the means of refifting the Company’s Government, 
and be dangerous in every political view of the fubjedt. In 
this opinion Mr. Francis coincided, obferving, that every 
man, acquainted w^ith India, muft be fenfible of the force of 
the obfervation made by the Chairman, and that the exporters 
themfelves could/iiot be fuppofed to look for profits from this 
trade ; but in the idea of fiipplying the natives, with the means 
of refiftipg our Government : Mr. Pulteney replied, by dating, 
that the military dores might be carried out by othc;r European 
powers, over whom we had no control. 

Mr. DUNDAS, in anfwer, pointed out the didindlion be- 
tween military dores and ammunition, and the other articles in 
the propofed claufe, and fiibrnitted to the mover of it to leave 
out the words Military dores and ammunition,” and that 
the opinion of the Houfe w^oiild probably meet, in the permif- 
fion to export the other articles enumerated in the claufe. In 
this Mr. Pulteney acquiefeed, and the claufb was admitted. 

Mr. Alderman CURTIS moved for leave to bring up a 
claufe for giving a diferetionary power to the Court of Direc- 
tors to remit the penalties impofed upon brokers purchafing 
teas, at the India Houfe, whereby if they (hould, by any ac- 
cident, fail in paying the price, within the time limited (three 
days) they not only forfeit fix times thedepofit made by them, 
but are difabled for ever after from adling as brokers at any 
fuch fales. 

This produced a long debate, in which Mr. Alderman Cur- 
tis, Sir Watkin Lewes, Mr. Alderman Anderfon, the Lord 
Mayor, Mr. William Smith, and Mr. Sheridan fpokc, in fa- 
vour of the motion ; and Mr. Devaynes, Mr. David Scott, 
Mr. Serjeant Watfon, Mr. Thornton, and Mr. Alderman 
Le Mefurier, againft it. Mr. Secretary Dundas alfo oppofed 
it, on the ground that it required deliberation, and that the 
queftion might afterwards be brought forward for the confide- 
ration of the Houfe whenever gentlemen ihould think proper. 

The Houfe divided. 

Ayes, 41 ; Noes, 98. 

On the third reading of the bill, 

Mr. FOX faid, that having before delivered his opinion 
upon the fubjed of the amendment, which be me^nt to pfo«^ 
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pofsp he would not trouble the Houfe with a repetition of the 
argument^i on which he founded that opinion. But he had 
given notice that he Ihoiild again objeft to that part of the bill 
which went to the creatim of new offices in the gift of the 
Crown, in order that thofe with whorti he had formerly con- 
curred in a vote for reducing the influence of the Crown,' 
might have an opportunity of deli\^ering their fentiment< on the 
propofed increafe of that influence, he certainly Ihould take 
ihc fenfe of the Houfe upon it. If they ftill concurred with 
him in the opinions they had formerly profelfed, it became 
them, like men who adled from a fenfe of duty, uhbiafled by 
any temporary motives, to maintain thofe opinions by their 
Votes on the prefent occafion. If on the contrary, their opi- 
nions had changed, if they had abandoned the principles upon 
which he and they had formerly combated, the increafm^ in- 
fluence of the Crown, it became them, in that cafe alfo, as 
men who aSed from convidlioh, to avow that change, to ex- 
plain the reafons of it, and to confirm it by their votes. Ih no 
cafe could he conceive it to be proper or cbnfiftent with their 
duty and their charafler, to abfent ihemfelves, and leave per- 
fons who were lefs inclined to pm a -candid conftrudlion on 
their motives than he was, at liberty to fuppofe that they were 
cither afraid to avow the change that had taken place in their 
opinions, or that, if they ftill adhered to them, they w^ere un- 
willing, on account of fome peculiar circumftances at the 
prefent moment to take that part which their duty required. 
At all events, he had done his duty, by giving them this oppor- 
tunity of delivering their fentiments, and (hould content him- 
fclf without farther tfcfpafling on the time of the Houfe, with 
moving to leave out the w^ords which gave falaries to two of 
the Commillioners for the affairs of India. 

Lord INCHIQUIN replied, that it was harfli to fuppofe, 
ail the gentlemen, who had coincided in opinion with Mr. F©x 
in the year 1780, either had changed their principles, or were 
afraid now to avow them. There could be d • doubt, refpecl- 
ing one gentleman’s attachment to Mr. Fox, fmee he muft 
recolle£I, that fome years paft, that gentlema.; had ventured 
his life in defence of his perfon ; and there could be as little 
doubt of the ardour of his mind, if we judged of him, from 
VoL.XXXV. 4D 



the proofs Which he had given of his zeal for the Conftitution^ 
ivhen he thought it in danger. 

Mr* FOX, in anfwer to Lord Inchiquin, obferved that he 
complained not only of the right honourable gentleman to 
Whom the noble Lord had alluded^ butalfo of other gentlemen 
ivho had joined him in the vote upon the influence of the 
Crown, in the year 1780.. He mud confefs that it appeared 
to him to be their duty to attend the difculTion of this bill, and 
to aflign their reafons, if they had any, for thinking that the 
influence of the Crown ought to be now increafed in the mlin- 
ner firhich it would be if this bill Ihould pafs into a law. 

Lord INCHIQUIN faid a few words in explanation. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that with regard to the honourable 
gentlemen, to whom his right honourable friend alluded, he 
muft take it for granted, that they were all abfent tor very good 
reafons, elfe they certainly would be in the Houfe to do their 
duty. With regard to the right honourable gentleman, to 
whom the noble Lord alluded, the Houfe no doubt would be 
fatistied to bear that his abfeiice was not occafioned by ill 
health; of this he could alTure the Houfe, for that right ho- 
nourable gentleman attended his public duty this day at ano- 
ther place, and that too on the affairs of India. But the com- 
plaint i f his right honourable friend did not apply folely to that 
honourable gentleman, as he had himfelf already faid, there 
were others whom he had a right to exped to attend upon the 
difeuflion of this bufinefs. They had good reafons, no doubt, 
for their abfence but until they were plcafed to aflign them, he 
mull fay that they had been unaccountably kept away from 
the Houfe upon all occaflons, when it was probable his right 
honourable friend Ihould appeal to them on the vote they gave 
with him upon the influence of the Crown. That they Hill 
maintained the opinion they gave, upon that fubjedl, Mr. She- 
ridan faid, he had rio doubt ; ^that the influence of the Crown 
applied particularly to the affairs qf India, and that tbefe very 
gentlemen had the fame fentiments upon that fubjed, as they 
had expreifed upon the Declaratory bill of the right honourable 
gemleman (the Chancellor of the Exchequer.) He" had no 
doubt either that they then confidered that bill as part of a 
fyftem of fraud, tyranny, ahd oppreflion* He had no doubt 
that If thefe gentlemen were prefent on this evening, they 
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would have the fame feelings as they had theni and that thef 
would repeat their expreiffions. But, however, abhough the^ 
majority of that Houfe might have confidence in the integrity 
of thefe honourable abfent gentfemen, yet the public had yet 
to learn thecaufe of their abfence, and perhaps until they were 
fatisfied of the caufe of that abfence, they might not quite 
ready to take it for granted that thefe gentlemen did their duty 
by abfenting themfelves upon the prefent occafion. Howcver> 
wh*cn the apology came, there was no doubt it would be deem- 
ed fufficient by the Public. 

Upon the putting of the queftion. 

The Houfe divided, 

For the claufe, 123 ; Againft it, 30. 

The other claufes being pafled, and on the queftion that the 
. bill do pafs, 

Mr. FOX faid, when the fubjeft was firft brought under the 
confideration of the Houfe, I did expe£l, that a Committee 
of Inquiry would have been appointed, to call for and to ex- 
amine the requifite evidences, which* could enable us to form 
our opinions upon fo important a fubjedl, as the Government 
and trade of India ; and I did expeft, that from fuch a Com- 
mittee, a report would have come, founded upon the whole of 
this evidence ; and that, upon the different branches of the 
fubjeft, the Houfe would have fat, from time to time, and 
folemnly and deliberately determined, what that fyftem is, 
which is required for the adminiftration of our Indian empire 
and trade. Was this the (safer Nothing like it ! On the con- 
trary, the only evidence before the Houfe, that I know of, is, 
that fome weeks paft, a capital fpeech had come from the Mi- 
nifter for India, giving a general account of the Government 
and trade of our provinces ; and pointing out the propriety and 
neceflity "of renewing the Company’s Charter, and fo forth ! 
In this capital fpeech, not a word was heard of the propofed 
increafe of the influence of the Crown, though this was a ne- 
celTary confequence of the fyftem, which it recommended. 
To this increafe I objedl, and I feel it to be my duty, fo- 
lemnly, to proteft againft it, as fraught with danger to the 
Conftitution, and as a meafiire which could dnly have been 
devifed by the moft ftrenuous advocates for defpotic power. 
Why is this*influence dangeroua? Becaufe it is irrefponftblo 
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Js to bfi placed in the hands of thofc who are to be veftcd 
^fth the real power ? No! it ,is to be given to their agents 
and to their dependents, whofe rerponnbility, from the nature 
of their fituatjon, it is abfurd to fpeak of. Upon the ground of 
this.objeftion, and of others, which I (hall immediately (late, 
I feel it to be my duty to oppafe the whole of this bill, as dif- 
graceful to its propofcrs, and, if adopted, to this Houfe ; as 
dangerous to the Public in general, and repugnant to the 
principles of the Conftitution, in particular, as the mod ru-' 
inous of any that ever has been beard of. Taking this, there- 
fore, as the ground of his objeftion, Mr. Fox confidcred it to 
be his duty to fubmit a few obfervations to the confideration of 
the Houfe. Many of the Members would rccolleft, and all of 
thein muft know, that in the year 1780, he had fuccefsfully 
pointed out the extraordinary influence, then in the hands of 
the Crown, At that period, however, as the influence* was 
independent of the Crown, he thought that it might be wife 
neither to increafe it, nor to diminifli it, but to leave it, as to 
quantity, where it then flood.* A (ho.rt time afterwards, upon 
a fuller view of the whole fubjedt, he was decidedly of opinion, 
that it was highly improper to leave this influence with a com- 
mercial body, and that it ought to be veiled in thofe, who, 
from their charadlers and fituations, with refpcdl to the Public, 
were better qualified to exercife it. This was the leading pro- 
yifion in the bill, which he had the honour to fubmit to the 
Houfe in 1783 ; the fate of that bill, it was now as unnecef- 
fary^ as it would be unavailing, to relate. But it was impoflible 
for him to allow the accufations, which had been, in his opi- 
nion, improperly and unjullly brought againfl him, to pafs, 
without refuting them, and reprobating them in the terms 
they deferved. Thefc accufations were two-fold ; firft, that 
his bill tended to leflen and next to increafe the influence of 
the Crown, though, in truth, it had neither of thefe objedlsin 
view. At that time he had ftatkl, (and he now again repeated 
it) that his objedl was to take the power from the Diredlors, 
where it was mod improperly placed, and to veft it in Com- 
iniflioncrs, who were to be immediately under the control of 
Parliament. This was a fubjed, however, upon which he 
would not trouble the Houfe, ajt any length, as it was not 
inmiediately before them ; but this w^s his only objedion to 
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enter upon the difcuflion. I am convinced^ faid he# that 
the more that bill is examined, the more it will meet witbp 
and find, the approbation of the Public. That bill had ail ob^ 
jed, and a clear and precife meaning ; the bill now under 
confideration is the reverfe of It in every refpeSl. ^ It has no 
defined objcdl, and it has a concealed meaning ; for, under 
the fpecious pretext of avoiding the objedtionable influence in 
my bill, it grafps at the whole of Indian patronage, in a way 
totttlly difeonnedled with refponfibility.’* Mr. Fox next ob- 
ferved, it could not be expefted, that upon a third reading of 
fuch a bill, he vvould feel it to be i)is duty to enter at length 
into the fiibj'eci. The manner, however, in which the right 
honourable gentleman, who had brought in the. bill, had treat- 
ed the point of influence, was fuch, that he could not allow 
his obfervations to pafs, without taking foine notice of them. 
It has been allcrtcd, that the patronage of India confifts in 
the appointment of a few writers — Now, if there is a man 
intliisHoufe! if there is a man in this country ! if there is 
one man in any of the Briiifti territories in India, poireffed of 
a fpark of common fenfe, who can believe this aflertion to be 
true, I wifli him joy of his credulity. ' I afk any man who is 
not infane, in whom, if this bill fhall pafs into a law, will the 
whole of the patronage of India be vefted r Will not the 
Company and their Diredlors be the mere tools of the Mini- 
fter for the time being ? Who appointed Lord Cornwallis, 
or Sir John Shore ? Was it the Company ? No ! it was the 
Boaid of Control. Is this then the boafted meafure which is 
to lelTcn the influence of the Crown, and to convey no new pa- 
tronage to the Minlfler, or to give liim no. room to exercife his 
caprice or his prejudices in appointmnts in India? What in 
reality is this boafted bill ? It is nothing but a. continuation of 
that fyftem of deception, fraud, and opacity, which has 
marked the conduA of Miniflers in the management of the af- 
fairs of India, and on other fubjedts. In what manner have 
Minifters condudled themfelves in Indian affairs ? Has the 
Houfe forgotten, or muft I recall to their memory the Decla- 
ratory bill ? Did not the Minifter for India then embrace the 
principle, of placing the whole ef the territorial power in the 
Crown, and of appropriating the revenues to the maintenance 
of the military eftabliihments there ; though the bill of 1784 
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had nofuch principle, or any thing like it?— 
tem\ The Declaratory bill was founded on the nth claufe of 
the bill of 17843 the objedof which is only to aiFor^the 
Board information! refpeAing the Company’s affairs abroad, 
and to require the Company tp pay due obedience to fuch or- 
ders as they (hall receive from the Board, touching the civil or 
military government and revenues of the Britifh territorial pof- 
feflions in the Eaft Indies. The provifions of the Declaratory 
bill, however, gave to Mtniflers the uncontroled power of ap- 
propriating the revenues of India to fuch military efiablifh- 
ments, as they fliould think fit to create or employ. The 
Declaratory bill thus profeiredonejhing, and by its provifions 
cffefted another.” Having referred to the preamble and the 
provifions of the bill, heafferted, that obtaining farther infor- 
mation refpefling India, was its profeifed obje^, but vefiing 
the power and revenues of India in the Crown, was its real 
obje£t, and then pronounced, that th^prefent bill was a conti- 
nuation of the lame fyfiem of delufion, deceit, fraud, and ra- 
pacity, which had been introduced by the bill of 1784, and by 
the Declaratory bill. The prefent bill pretended to wave ail 
patronage, whilft it, in fad, grafped at patronage of every 
defciiption ! It affefied to fay, that rcfponfibility was to be at- 
tached to thofe who were to exercife power; but, in fad, 
and in truth, it gave fccurity to corruption, and a facility in 
the . exercife of corrupt pradices. This I am entitled to 
affirm, becaufe it will enable the Minifier toengrofs the whole 
poWer, and yet fereen him from all refponfibility. Every 
thing, by it^ is to be carried on by agents, who, from the na- 
ture of all governndents, never can be made refponfible for the 
corruption of thofe whofe commands they obey. Upon thefe 
grounds 1 protell againfl: the whole of this fyilem ; but as it 
may be expedient to renew the Charter of the Eall-Indta 
Company fof a fhort time, I would propofe, as an amend- 
ment, ** that inflead of the words one thoufand eight hundred 
and eleven, the words fourth of March, one thoufand .feven 
hundred and ninety-eight, be-inferted, beirrg four years, the 
fame period which I fixed on, as necellary in making an ex- 
periment, under my own bill.” In a commercial and a poli- 
tical light, Mr. Fox objeded againll the whole of the pro- 
:||ofed fyftem. In a commerced Ught, it pretended to give 
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an exclufive privilege, and yet admitted provifions which 
counteradled the whole of this privilege; fo that, whatever 
commercial plans might be adopted in India, and however 
wife they many be, they might be overturned at the caprice of 
the Board of Control, though this Board might know infinitely 
lefs about the bufinefs, than the agents whom they were con- 
troling. In the end, fuch an abfurd meafure muft deftroy the 
very fpirit and vigour of the commerce. In a political light 
.he protefted, not lefs ftrongly, againft the whole of this bill, 
becaufe the power was to be left in hands, where there is no re- 
fponfibility ; and becaufe he confidcred the whole fyftem to be 
dangerous to the Conflitution, if not fubvcrfive of it. Upon 
thefe grounds Mr. Fox concluded, that he muft take the 
fenfeof the Houfc on the amendment which he had propofed. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT replied, that it muft have appeared 
an extraordinary circurhftance to the Houfe, and to the Nation 
at large, that a bill of Yuch importance Ihould have paiTed to 
the very laft ftage of a third reading, with a quietnefs unex- 
ampled in the annals of Parliament ; and that now it (hould be 
cenfured with ungoverned and angry words. TJie right hor 
nourable gentleman who has delivered them, perhaps withheld 
his oppofition, during the earlier progrefs of the bufinefs, that 
lie might, in the laft ftage of it, with colle^ed and ftrong hof- 
tility, bear it down fully and finally. He has allowed, how- 
ever, that the bill was of uncommon importance ! He has ad- 
mitted, that it comprehended provifions, interefting, in the 
laft degree, to the concerns of the nation ; and yet he muft al- 
low, that he himfelf had met it with a lilence which was un- 
ufual to him, and fcarcely compatible with the confeientious 
fenfe of duty, which had led him, in this laft moment of dif- 
cuflion, to reprobate the whole fyftem in its principle and in 
its provifions. For my own part, faid Mr. Pitt, I am the 
morc^furprifed at this novel conduct of the right honourable 
Member, knowing, as I do, from experience, his difpofition 
tQ aft hoftilely againft every meafure of mine, or of my right 
honourable friend. The filence, from which I had augured 
his acquiefcence, has, at laft, been broken ; he has now ftarted 
from his (lumber, with his ufual epergy and (ingular talent for 
vexatious oppofition, and endeavoured to make up^ by the af- 
perity of his language, for his former palQvenefs ; he appears 
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as jf he had abftained, in the furtner part of the buflnefs, from 
his q>poiition, that it might now feem as vigorous as he might 
have wilbed it to have been, in the earlier flage^ of the bill, or 
in the other parts of the difcuflion. His vehemence was cer- 
tainly not lefs than his eloquence ; but he could alFure the right 
honourable gentleman, for Itimfeif, and for thofe who aded 
with him, on the prefent occafion, that they felt too tranquil 
a fatisfadion, in contemplating the meafure they had the ho- 
nour to fubmit to the Houfe, and the general approbation whh 
which it had been received, to be hurt by his angry expreflions; 
To fuch pcevifli exacerbations I (hall make no reply, nor (hall 
my temper (loop to impreflTions from them. I will content 
myfclf with a comment on thofe parts of the right honourable 
gentleman’s fpeech which feem to merit attention. 

The right honourable gentleman has condemned the bill, as 
difgraceful to the propofers, and to the Houfe, if they (hall 
adopt it ; and yet, he has not taken the trouble io point out in 
what the difgrace of. either would confift. There feemed to be 
but three ways in which it was poflible to account for this af- 
fertion. In the hrft place, that the bill had been indecently 
precipitated through the Houfe, and difculiions upon it 
evaded or prevented. In the fecond place, that the right ho- 
nourable gentleman, though convinced of th^ importance of 
the till, yet had either been fo lazy, or fo remifs in his duty, 
as to have given no attention to the fubje(5l. 

In the third place, that, though he condemned the bill, (as 
indeed he did all the meafures of its propofers] yet, that con- 
vinced the provifions in it were unexceptionable, and that the 
more they were examined, the more wife and excellent they 
would appeaf, he had prudently (hrunk back from the difeuf- 
fion, and had now endeavoured to atone for his former indo- 
lence and remiffnefs, by angry and palfionate expre(hons. 

In one of the right honourable gentleman’s alTertions, and in 
one only, Mr. Pitt faid, he perfedly agreed, that a capital 
fpeech had been made by Mr. Dundas. This, the Houfe and 
the Public already knew ; a fpeech w^hich, for comprehenfive 
knowledge of the hiftory of India, and of the various fourccs 
of the Britilh commerce to thcvEait Indies ; a fpeech, which, 
for folid fenfe and accurate reafoning, deduced from authenti- 
,/Cated ilatemcnts of Indian affairs, and ibr wife arrangements 
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for the adminiftratioii of our Afiaticprovinces^lind of the;ge- 
neral commerce of the empire ; a fpeech, which, combinmg 
objeSs formerly thought irreconcileable, prefented one great 
plan for the improvement of ^e whole ; a fpeech which, he 
would venture to affirm, though it might have been equalled 
inthatHoufe, never had been excelled. It was lingular, how- 
ever, that capital as this fpeech certainly was, and important 
as the fubjed had been allowed to be by the right honouraUe 
g^mleman himfelf ; yet, if my memory be corred, the Tight 
honourable gentleman heard only a part of that capital fpeech. 
He had thus avoided one of the means of attaining that infor- 
mation, of the want of which he now complained ; nor was 
this all ; for it was obvious that he had Hot even perufed the 
whole of the evidence before the Houfe, (ince he had fully de- 
monftrated that evening, that he had not fubmitted to the 
trouble of reading either the bill itfelf, or the papers upon the 
table ; and it muft be allowed that, though he had been libe- 
ral in his ceufures,, he had negleded either to acquire know- 
ledge from others, or to difplay his own on the fubjed. It 
would certainly be prefumptuous in me, and indeed it would 
be unneceiTary to aid the right honourable gentleman’s memory, 
by informing him that a month had elapfed Ance the capital 
fpeech, which he has fo juftly complimented, was delivered ; 
and which was followed up by the general provifions in the 
bill being digeded, in the ^orm of refolutions, and printed for 
the confideration of the Houfe, If this method has been pre- 
cipitate, I really know not what can be calculated to promote 
difeuffion. Has not the right honourable Secretary, in the 
month of February, called the attention of the Houfe to the 
fubjed of Indian affairs ? Has he not invited the manufaduring 
intereds to bring forward their claims, and the Company to 
devife means by which thofe claims could be fatished ? Has not 
the fubjed, for the laft nine years, occupied the attention of 
Parliament at various periods ? Has not Mr. Dundas, in fuc- 
ceffive years, laid authenticated ftatemems of the revenues and 
charges of the Company’s affairs abroad before the Houfe ?•— 
Have not, in each of thefe years, refolutions been adopted, 
which mark the pcogreffive ftage|; of their improvement i Have 
not all the papers, which could throw light upon the fubjed, 
been printed, and the table before the Eafter holidays } Amf 
• Voi.XXXV- 4E 
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have not general refolutions, founded upon themi been the 
baGs of the prefent bill ! Has the honourable gentleman for- 
gotten, that the principles of a free trade to India, or the ex- 
pediency of continuing the Company’s excIuGve privilege, 
were a fubj^eft of difcufTion, at the period when his own memo- 
rable bill was propofed, and the prefent fyftein adopted f Or, 
has he forgotten, that it was then the general opinion, that the 
fubje^ of free trade and monopolies would be difeufled witli 
moft propriety, when the renewal of the Company’s chajter 
came to be under the confideration of Parliament ? Has he for- 
gotten that this would be the time when the great quedion re- 
fpeding the government and revenues of India could be fully 
examined, or encouragemeuts devifed for the export and im- 
port trade ? Has not the great fubje£t of Indian affairs, hi- 
therto involved in myftery, been rendered familiar to the Houfe 
and to the Public, through the talents and induftry of his right 
honourable friend r Have not the fucceflive plans which have 
been fuggeded for the government of the Bfiiifh provinces and 
regulation of trade to the Ead Indies, been laid open r Has not 
the fydem before the Houfe been brought to maturity, as the 
rfefult of the knowledge drawn from thofe plans, and from an 
able and fuccefsful management of the Indian intereds of the 
Empire r Has not more been done to throw light on this im- 
portant public concern, than ever was done in the fame fpace 
of time in any other department ? Yet, this vigilant Statefman, 
with all this accumulation of evidence and information before 
him, either has not had time or inclination to honour the fub- 
jcid with his attention. To have conquered fo many unex- 
ampled difficulties, in a fubje£l the mod complicated that ever 
engaged the attention of any man, mud be a fubjeft of proud 
triumph to my right honourable friend. To myfelf, it is the 
fource of fincerc and tranquil fatisfaftion, on the ground of 
public feelings, as well as of private friendfhip. 

Such is the fa£t, both with regard to the information, and 
to the time given to confider the fubjedls comprehended in the 
prefent bill. Can, then, the honourable gentleman complain> 
or can any Member of the Houfe complain, that any thing like 
furprife, or a wilh to precipitate them into an adoption of the 
prefent bill, has. been attempted? The anfwer is obvious ; the 
honourable gentleman has avoided c^pofition^in the de^ 
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tailf becaufe he knew he would Be unfuccefsful in every point ; 
and now he brings his attack in general terms, and at the laft 
ftage of the bill, being willing only to expofe himfelf to one 
defeat. I feel, however, the moft entire fatis|fa£Hon, when I 
contemplate the whole progrefs of the prefent meafure ; more 
particularly, when I confidcr the efforts which the right ho- 
nourable gentleman was difpofed to make to counteraS it, had 
he thought it prudent to oppofe his own prejudices to the opi- 
nions of the Public. So far from haftening on the arrange- 
ment of Indian affairs, it was delayed till the very laft mo- 
ment ; for had not the war continued, undoubtedly this fub- 
jtA would have been examined in a former, rather than in the 
prefent, feflion of Parliament. 

Mr. Pitt now proceeded to examine the cbfervations made 
by Mr. Fox upon the commercial and political arrangements 
in the bill. It had been afferted, he faid, that the exclufive 
privilege was to be continued with the Company, and yet that 
trade was to be opened ; and this had been condemned as an 
inconfiftent abfurdity, profefling to do what it was impoffible 
could be done, and confeqtiently, as a mere job and political 
delufton. Upon this point, again, the want of information 
was complained of, though the truth was, that fo far from 
wanting information to form his opinion, the right honourable 
gentleman muft know, that there was too much information 
before the Houfc for his purpofe. He, therefore, had had rc- 
courfe to the common-place topic, that a free trade was pre- 
ferable to a monopoly, infifting, that the Houfe ought not to 
forget this principle, unlefs very good reafons fhould be given 
for adopting a contrary one. Thisfpeculation, Mr. Pitt faid, 
had been repeated a thoufand times, by much lefs ingenious 
men than the right honourable Member, and fcarcely could 
have been expefled to be refortedto, as the force of it had been 
done away by his right honourable friend^ when he firft opened 
the fubjed, bottoming his argument, not on vague fpeculation, 
but on inferences drawn from hiftory and from authenticated 
accounts. If his arguments and thefe proofs were not fuiE- 
cient, why had not the right honourable gentleman called for 
farther documents i His avocations, perhaps, might be too 
Biimerous and important, admit of one moment being thrown 
away on thp continent of India, though this had been the field, 
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over which his talents and his hopes hadfe long expaf fated with 
pleafure. Here Mr. Pitt aflced, whether the claims of the ma*' 
nufadurers had not been liftened to and provided for? and 
whether the exclufive privilege of the Company had not been 
rendered fubfervient to the refources of the Empire ? Though 
both queftions mud be anfwered in the affirmative, and though 
the expedient adopted was not lefs wife than it was pradicable, 
unfortunately it did not fuit the right honourable gentleman’s 
plan of oppofition, and therefore it necefTarily had incurred Jiis* 
cenfure. It had next been afferted by the right honourable gen* 
tleman, that the political regulations propofed for India, were 
not lefs obje6lionabIe that the commercial. Upon this rubje6l 
he mud be allowed to fay, that the right honourable Member was 
cither ignorant of, or had forgotten the date of India, fince he 
had not adverted to one fingle circumdance in the prefent poli- 
tical adminidration of the Provinces, to which his afTertion 
would npply. Leaving behind him, therefore, this fubjeft, he 
had next reforted to the point of influence, but had not adduced 
a fingle example, in which that influence was to be increafed 
by the prefent bill. On this fubjeft, Mr. Pitt obferved, that 
it was neceflTary for him to explain in what the influencejrom 
the appointment of writers confided. Upon this point, he 
only widied the Houfe to advert to the regulations under which 
the fervicc in India is placed. The writer or cadet could only 
hope to rife to employments of trud, after he had palled through 
many inferior gradations of fervice. Offices of trud could no 
longer be given away at diferetion, but were conferred on thbfe 
whofe rank, perfeverance, and talents entitled them to this 
reward. The influence, therefore, acquired by Adminidra- 
tion, from the appointment of writers and cadets by the Di- 
reflors, (fuppofing that Court to be under the guidance of Mi- 
niders) was placed at fo great a didance, that it gave no new 
or unconditutional patronage to the Crown. Upon the in- 
fluence from the appointment of Governors and Commanders 
in Chief, which the right honourable gentleman had aflerted 
to be indiredly in the Crown, though diredly in the Com- 
pany ; he would only fay, that no new influence was here 
graijped at, fince the exiding^fydetn was only to be continued. 
This fydem, however, had been reprobated, as vicious and 
£%raccfui ; and thefe heavy cenfures, fupported by^ reference 
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to the nth claufc of the bill of 1784, though that ctaufe was 
not in 'the Icaft applicable to the fubje£l. That claufc, the 
right honourable gentleman had faid, went only to eftablifli the 
power of the CommiiHbners for the affairs of India, to require 
the mod full information from the Dircftors ; but the lixth 
claufe, upon which the declaratory bill reded, was overlooked 
by him, becaufe it would not anfwer his purpofc ; for it eflab^ 
lifhes, ** that the Board fhall be fully authorifed and impow* 
crfd, from time to time, to. fupcrintend, direft, and control 
all a£ts, operations, and concerns, which in any wife relate 
to the civil or military government or revenues of the Britifli 
territorial poffclTions in the Ead Indies;” fo that the declara- 
tory bill, in fa 61 , was only a fuller explanation of the bill of 
1784. Mr. Pitt next begged the attention of the Houfe to a 
fubjeft, which the right honourable gentleman himfelf had in- 
troduced, viz. the influence which his own bill was to give, 
compared with that at prefent under confideration. By the 
one, not only the appointments at home, but all the appoint- 
ments abroad, were to be in his Commiffioners ; by the other, 
the whole appointments were to be left with the Direftors, 
referving (agreeably to the exiding a£ls of Parliament) the 
power of recall to the King. However unwilling I am (faid 
Mr. Pitt) to enter farther into this comparifon, I mud be for- 
given for pointing out, that by the right honourable gentle- 
man’s bill, from wTiters and cadets to the highed offices in 
India, not lefs than four hundred offices were to be in the no- 
mination of his Commiffioners. I will admit that this bill did 
not apparently tend to increafe the influence of the Crown ; 
but a very flight attention to its proviflons will difcovei; (what 
is by no means paradoxical] that it either might be ufed to in- 
creafe the influence of the Crown, or to diminifh it, and in a 
manner fubverfive of the conditution. It would have increafed 
it, when thefe Commiffioners Ihould chufe to acd in union, 
with the Crown ; and it would have decjcafed it, when they 
might chufe to ad independently of the CroWn ; that is, the 
right honourable gentleman’s bill created an immenfe patro- 
nage, which was to be concentrated in a political party, for- 
midable to the Crown when in oppofition, and adding to its 
influence when in power. Upon this fnbjedl, however, the 
public opinion had been made up at the time, and had conti- 
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sued unaltered. Had that bill pafled into a (and he thank- 

ed God that it had not) our happy conftitution vtrould have 
been fubverted. The right honourable gentleman, indeed, had 
limited the poWer to be given to his Commiffioners to the pe- 
riod of four years ; that was,* during the period of the exifting 
Parliament ; and, vc^y probably, that might be his reafon for 
the period to which he was now w illing to extend the term of 
the Company's charter, without rcfledling, that limiting the 
cxclufive privilege to four years, would neceffarily cripple tlye 
Company, preclude them from extending their commerce, and 
prevent them from contributing, in thc^manner theprefent bill 
propofes, to the refourccs of the nation. Mr, Pitt, therefore, 
concluded with obferving, that if the Houfe thought the fubjeft 
had been fufficiently detailed, argued upon, and underftood, 
they would negative the amendment, and agree with him in 
the period to which the Company’s exclufive privilege ought 
to be extended. 

Mr. FOX faid, the right honourable gentleman had given 
no inftance of the hiftorical inaccuracy which he had imputed 
to him; but a bare fuppofition, founded not on recolledlion, 
but a prefumption of the manner in which the Declaratory 
bill mull have been argued. He could appeal to the recollec- 
tion of thofe who remembered better, that it was defended on 
the claufe of which he hud mentioned the preamble ; and with 
fo much the more confidence that the words of another claufe, 
now quoted by the right honourable gentleman as the ground 
of defence, would have been nothing to the purpofe. That 
the preamble of the claufe in which he faid that bill w’as de- 
fended, feemed rather adverfe than favourable to the argu- 
ment, was of little weight ; for it was the common charafter 
of the right honourable gentleman’s nieafures to profefs one 
thing in the preamble, and ona£l another in the enacting part. 
He was ready to own the charge ol inattention to a certain 
degree, but it was a fault which he (hared with others, who 
had thought as he did on India affairs on former occafions, 
and who had probably been lefs diligent in their inc^iiries at 
prefent, from believing with him and half the town, that the 
renewal of the charter was not. to be concluded this feffionx)! 
Parliament. He had heard at lead three fourths of the capital 
fpeech of the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Dunij^,j W'ho 
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opened the bufinefs; and well remembered, that in prefent* 
ing his propofitions he faid, that the proper time of difcufling 
them, would be at a fiitiire ftage. When they’ appeared in 
the form of a bill, it was hurried forward, with unufual pre*^ 
cipitation^ for it was read a fecond time on Friday, and com* 
mitted for Monday. The papers on the table were not fuffi- 
cient information on a fubjeft of fuch magnitude. The 
Houfe ought to have gone into a Committee of Inquiry on the 
'cocnmercial part alone ; and it was more peculiarly the duty of 
Minifters to take care that the information fliould be full. It 
was no doubt a very honourable office, which it was attempted 
to affign to. him, but an office which he begged leave to de- 
cline — That he was to be the mover of inquiry upon all occa- 
fions, and that when he forbore to move for more information 
than Minifters chofe to give, he was then to be precluded 
from faying that more was necelfiry. His India bill had been 
charged with creating a new influence,' when in fadl it did no- 
thing more than transferred to a Board of Commiffioners the 
influence which the Court of Diredlors before poifeired — but 
thofe Commiffioners, it was faid, would have been his Com- 
miffioners — His Commiffioners! — Let the Houfe rccolleft the 
names of thofe Commiffioners — Earl Fitzwilliam, whom he 
ihould never mention, but to exprefs the affedion which he felt 
himfelf, and the efteem which he felt in common with all who 
heard him, at their head, and fay whether or not they w^ould 
have been his Commillioners. 

The Houfe divided on the amendment, 

Ayes, 132; Noes, 26. 

The only other claufe which called the attention of the 
Houfe, was that for fending chaplains, fchoolmafters, and 
miffionaries, to promulgate ufeful knowledge and the true re- 
ligion among the natives of India. 

Mr. HUSSEY objefled to this claufe, as bringing an unne- 
ceffary burden and expence upon the Company. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE warmly fupported and recom- 
mended it. Reforting to hidory, and to extrads from the let- 
ters of feveral of the more eminent fervants of the Company, 
he inferred, that the natives of India, and more particularly 
the Brahmins, were funk into the moll abjed ignorance and 
^ce; and th^t it would be difgraceful to the Britilh nation to 
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do Icfs for, enlightening and informing the minds of at lead 
fifteen or fixteen millions of their Indian fubjeds, in this 
deplorable fituation, than the other nations of Europe^ le(s 
inftruded, and lefs powerful than we were, had done for their 
fubjeSs in the Eaft ; more particularly, when no better apolo* 
gyhad been offered, but that of faving an expence, which 
muft be trifling compared with the importance of the meafure. 

hf*** DUNDAS aflured the Houfe, and Mr. Wilberforce, 
whofe humanity and whofe principles he equally admired |ind 
refpefied, that, he had difficulties refpeding this claufe ; not 
becaufe he was lefs anxious than the honourable mover to pro- 
mote fo beneficent a purpofe, or becaufe he was not convinced, 
like him, that the truths of religion were the bed means for 
promoting the happinefs of mankind, but becaufe he was 
doubtful whether the means propofed would anfwer the im- 
portant end intended by them. In every age, the Hindoos, 
though they were a timid and innocent people, yet had been 
Angularly bigoted in their religious prejudices; he was, there- 
fore, doubtful whether any fydem of profelytifm would anfwer 
the beneficent end in view. The objeft, however, he wilhed 
not to lofe fight of, but, on the contrary, would endeavour te 
obtain the fulled information refpefling the means by which it 
could be mod practicably cffeCled. The paffing, however, of 
the prefent charter, did not (as had been fuppofed) preclude 
the Houfe from taking up the fubjeCt for twenty-one years ; 
on the contrary, it was open to difeuffion, at any time, during 
that period. If the Houfe, therefore, could agree to omit 
this claufe, he was ready, upon a future occafion, to give it 
every confideration, which its importance required. 

Mr. FOX objefted to the whole of the meafure, not be- 
caufe time was ncceflary for him, to fatisfy his doubts upon 
the fubjecl, but becaufe he confidered all fydems of profely- 
tifm as wrong in themfelves, and as produdlive, in mod cafes, 
of abufe and of political mifehief. The church edablilhed in 
this country, was not paid for, with the objeCl of making 
prole^ytes, but becaufe the fydem of religion which it pro- 
fefles to teach is that one which is the mod approved of by 
thofe who pay. 

After a few obfervations from the Mader of the Rolb, on ' 
die expe^ney of delaying this meafure to another feffion, 
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Mr. .WILBERFORCE agreed to ftriking out the claufe^ 
with an intimation that he (hould bring it forward in a diilinft 
lhape next feflion. . 

The bill was then paflTed, and the Houfe adjourned. 

Monday^ V)th May. 

The Hon. Mr. ELLIOT moved, that the order of the day, 
for receiving the report of the Committee on the bill for dif- 
fraiiphifing certain eledors of the borough of Stockbridge, 
fhould be read \ which having been read accordingly ; 

On the queftion, that the report be now received, a debate 
of confiderable length took place ; in the courfe of which, it 
was argued, in fupport of the bill, and in favour of the mo- 
tion, that the evidence appearing on the minutes of the Com- 
mittee, went to prove in a clear and fatisfa^^ory manner, that 
a majority of the electors at the lad ele£iion, had been guilty 
of corruption — That in fuch a cafe, it was proper and juft 
to make an arrangement for preventing fimilar abufes in fu- 
ture — That the laying open the borough, was the beft means 
of attaining that objed, and was not to be confidered as a matter 
of experiment, becaufe the good efteds of it had been afeer- 
tained in other cafes, particularly in the cafe of Criclade, 
and that the bill did, by no means, go to incapacitate any of the 
cledlors of the borough of Stockbridge, but only to extend the 
right of voting to certain other per fans, who were to enjoy it 
along with them : — On thefe grounds, the motion for receiving 
the report was fupported by Mr. Elliot, Mr. Buxton, Mr. 
Serjeant Watfon, Sir Francis Baffet, and Mr. Hardinge. 

On the other hand it was denied, that there appeared, in 
the minutes of the Committee any evidence which could fa- 
tisfy the Houfe, that a majority of the elcftors had been guilty 
of corruption, or indeed that any of them had been fo — that 
the right of ele£tive franchife was, in true legal and conftitu-^ 
tional language, a valuable and important right and privilege, 
the communication of which to others was in faft an incapa-* 
citation, to a certain extent, of thofe by whom it was at pre- 
fent enjoyed; that, in this view the prefent bill was truly a biH 
of pains and penalties, and was the/efore unjuft, both as pro- 
ceeding without evidence of guilt, and becaufe k would operate 
as an ex poji Ju£to law, againft perfons who had no intimation 
aprlgriy that, by ading as they did, they would befubjeded 
VoL. XXXV. 4 F 



586 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

to fuch a puniflitnent as Mras infliAed by the prefeht bill. On 
thefe grounds the motion was oppofed, and a negative given 
to the bill, by Sir Richard Hill, Mr. Welbore Ellis, Mr. 
Powys, Mr. Barham, and the Attorney and Solicitor Ge- 
nerals. 

The Houfe divided. 

Ayes, 33 i Noes, 42. Majority againft the bill, 9 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Tutjdayf 28/6 

After fome private bufinefs, feveral revenue bills were mov- 
ed for by Mr. Rofe. 

Mr. TAYLOR called the attention of the Houfe to this 
bufinefs. He faid that it was expeded the feflion would con- 
clude about the birth day, and if fo, there could not be time 
jfbr the proper difculfion of much important bufinefs, and he 
muft fay, he did not think that any thing was fo deferving of 
the fevereft reprobation of the Houfe, as the praflice of delay- 
ing, to the end of the feflion, bufinefs of magnitude and public 
importance, becaufe it was impoflible for many of the Mem- 
bers to be prefent at this time of the year, for they mufi have a 
feafon fur attending to their concerns in the country ; he there- 
fore begged it to be underftood that this mode of conducing 
the public bufinefs met hi^reprobation. 

Mr. ROSE obfarved,. that the bufinefs now brought forward 
was not of the importance the honourable gentleman fuppofed, 
and would not require the difculfion he imagined. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that this mode of proceeding was 
highly improper, and he muft fay, that it appeared to him to 
attach blame to the condudors of it. Laft year this very prac- 
tice was complained of, and he underftood the honourable 
gentleman to have been a little pledged to bring bufinefs for- 
ward early in future. With regard to the obfervation, that 
What was now to come on, was not very important, and 
Would not require much difculfion, that, Mr. Sheridan faid^ 
Was a pbmt which the pr^ice of the honourable gentleman 
prevented from being afeertained, for who could know, with- 
out an opportunity of judging, whether it was important or 
90 t, For this reafon he fiiould move, that thefe bills, and the 
^^ufes Which might be offered on them, ihould pc printed, 
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that the Houfe might have an opportunity of examining Itfaeni 
properly. He was the inOre induced to do this, from recoil 
leAing the manner in which many meafures had been pafled 
and fmuggled through the Houfe, under the aflurance of the 
honourable gentleman, that they were not important, which 
afterwards were difeovered to be fo important^ that the Houfe 
had been obliged to explain, alter, and amend them. 

Mr.. ROSE denied that he had caufed any meafure to be 
fmuggled through the Houfe ; with refpecEl to the bills which 
were now before it, he had no objedlion to their being printed. 

The Houfe, in a Committee of the whole Houfe upon 
the corn bill, after much difeuflion, came to fome refolution, 
the report of which was ordered to be received on Friday. 

By a meifage from the Lords the Houfe was informed, that 
their Lordfhips will proceed farther in the trial of Mr. Had- 
ings on Wednefday fe*nnight. 

Mr. BURKE faid, that for him and the other managers juft 
come from Weftminfter-Hall, who knew what evidence had 
been given upon this trial — ^to what volumes it amounted — the 
neceflity there would be for, and the time it would and un- 
avoidably muft take in printing, the fpace allowed by their 
Lordfhips appeared too Ihort. Their Lordfliips, he feared^ 
meafured the power of others by their own ftrength ; had they 
not, it would have been impoflible for them to require the 
Managers to be ready to proceed to their reply by the time 
now propofed ; he felt himfelf bound to thank their Lordftiips 
for the compliment of meafuring his and the other Managers 
abilities by the extent of their own, but he felt himfelf bound 
to decline the honour of accepting the talk of proving the 
truth of the compliment. There were feveral reafons for this 
on the part of the Managers; much of the evidence was im- 
printed, and by fome it was perhaps unread, and to come to a 
determination on this unprinted, unread evidence, did not ap- 
pear to be either very juft or judicious ; he was therefore of 
opinion it was impoilible for the Managers to comply with 
their Lordftiips’ kind invitation to Weftminfter-Hall until they 
had more ample materials to proceed upon than they could 
have on the appointed day. But to be very ferious, he faid, 
there never was a more important point to be confidered in the 
whole of this bulinefs than that which was now before the 

4F a 
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Houfe. Their Lordfliips, no doubt, had fully confidcrcd their 
own dignity by ihe melTage which the Houfe had juil received 
from them. But the caufe of juftice required the Commons 
of Great Britain to take time, and to give to the Managers di- 
re£lions upon this very ferious bufinefs ; for this purpofe he 
thought of moving that the Houfe fliould not proceed farther 
on the trial of Warren Haftings until they have farther know- 
ledge upon the fubjedl. The perfon accufed had this day in 
the Court at Weftminfter-Hall made fuch an extraordinary 
appeal to the compalfion of his judges, and intimated fome- 
thing of an aife<£led delay on the part of his accufers; he had 
talked of his declining life, and his ruined fortune, and af- 
feded to fay, that he fuffered from the injuiiice of the Mana- 
gers. In order, therefore, that thefe calumnies (hould appear 
in their proper colours, he held it his duty, and accordingly 
did inform their Lordfhips, that he (hould apply to his confti- 
tuents, the Commons, for farther inftrufiions, and that he 
ihould fubmit to the orders of the Houfe. He held it alfo to 
be proper that the proceedings of this trial (hould have as much 
publicity as poffible; and therefore he (hould, at a future day, 
urge the Houfe to come to a declaration upon the whole cafe, 
previous to the Managers making their reply. But in order to 
follow the example of the Houle upon a former occafion, he 
(hould move, that the journals of the trial of Lord Oxford in 
1717, be read, which being done — it appeared, that his Lord- 
fhip llood impeached ; and that on the 30th of May, the Lords 
fent a melTagc to the Commons, dating, that they would pro- 
ceed farther in that trial on the 13th of June ; in the mean time 
a Committee was appointed to report to the Commons upon 
the fubje£t of that trial. Their report dated reafons for not 
proceeding to the trial on the day appointed by the Lords, on 
account of its being ncceflary to review papers, &c. and on 
account of the trial having been interrupted by public bufinefs, 
&c. The Houfe of Commons then ordered a meflage to the 
Lords dating, that they could not proceed to the trial at the 
time appointed for it ; this melTage went to the Lords on the 
13th of June, and their Lordibips farther adjourned the trial 
to the 24th. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT recommended this proceeding tc 
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be left in the firft inftancci as in the cafe quoted^ to a SeleA 
Committee, 

Mr. BURKE aflented. 

Mr. FOX faid, he fhould fecond the motion for a Seleft 
Committee, although he fhould have approved rather of a 
Committee of the whole Houfe ; he hoped they would make 
their report as fpeedily as poflible ; but if after that report was 
n)adc, any other meafure fhould be propofed that tended to the 
4 )ubllcity of the proceedings of this trial, it fhould have his 
hearty concurrence. The trial of Lord Oxford had been 
quoted as a precedent upon this occafion ; that trial was not 
like the prefent ; no difrefpeft came from that accufed perfon 
to his accuferS. But the defendant had this day been advifed 
to infinuate that there had been an affjfted delay on the part of 
the Managers of hi'j profecutioii ; he had made this infinuation 
too in fuch a manner, as to make it impoffible for the Mana- 
gers to guefs to what part of their conduvS: he alluded. He 
cared not indeed to what part he alluded ; for when the whole 
of the proceedings came to be made public, and when thccon- 
du6l of the Managers of the profecution came to be compared 
with the conduct on tlic p irt of the defence, there would be 
ground to rejoice on the pari of the profecution. He was Cure 
that the infinuation of the defendant of dilatorinefs on the part 
of the Managers was without example the moft- unfounded. 
He therefore wiHied that fome mode fhould be adopted to pro- 
mote the publicity of the whole proceedings, to fliew to the 
world at large, that the Managers and the Commons had done 
their duty — that, however, was matter for fubfequent confide- 
ration; he hoped that this Seledf Committee would proceed to 
bufinefs as eaily as poflible. 

Mr. GREY approved of this meafure. 

' Mr. BURKE then moved, That a Committee be ap-. 
pointed to confidcr the ftateof the impeachment againft Warren 
Haftings, Efq. and report the fame to the Houfe.** 

The following gentlemen were then appointed for the 
Committee. 


Mr. Burke 
Mr. Chancellor Pitt 
Mr. Wilberforce 
Lord Mornington 


Mr. Jenkinfon 
• Mr. Ryder 
Mr. Baker 
Mr. Powys 
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Mr. Hufley 

Mr. Charles Townfliend 

Lord Carysfort 

Mr. W. Smith 

Mr. Windham 

Mr.. Dent 

Mr. Lambton 

Mr. Carew 


Mr. Dudley North 
The Secretary at War 
Mr. Fox 
Mr. Sheridan 
Mr. Grey 

Sir M. W. Ridley, Bart. 
Mr. Whitbread, jun. 

Mr. Wiglcy. 


Mr. BAKER faid, that the fubje£l to which he meant to 
call the attention of the Houfe was fo immediately conne£led 
with the important bufinefs which had juft been under their 
conOderation, that he was defirous to bring it forward before 
any thing elfe (hould intervene. He alluded, he faid, to a pa- 
ragraph, in a newfpaper called The World, publiftied yefter- 
day, which appeared to him to be a mod fcandalous libel upon 
the Managers of the impeachment againft Mr. Haftings, and, 
through them, upon that Houfe. 

He was convinced that fuch words, as were there ftated to 
have pafted, never did nor could have actually paffed. [We 
underftood, from the fubfequent converfation, that Mr. Baker 
alluded to fome expreftions ftated to have fallen from the Arch- 
biihop of York.j He had not made up his mind how it might 
be proper to proceed in the bufinefs ; and, thinking it fufticient 
for him to have taken notice of it, he would wifti to leave the 


modcof proceeding to the wifdom and difcrction of the Houfe : 
but, in whatever way it might be thought proper to take up 
the bufinefs, he was defirous that it Ihould be proceeded in as 
formally and as fpeedily as poftible. It was not, he faid, his 
intention to proceed to any difeuffion of the bufinefs at that 
time, and he therefore believed it had been rightly fuggefted to 
him, by his right honourable friend (Mr. Burke) that it would 
be better not to read the paragraph he had mentioned ; for, to 
read it, and to proceed upon it inftantly, he was fure would 
be impoilible ; he would therefore content himfelf with giving 
notice that, on Thurfday next, he would bring the matter be- 
fore the Houfe, in fuch a ftiape as ihould, upon confideration, 
appear to him moft proper. 

Mr. C.TOWNSHENDurgcd the propriety of delaying the 
bufinefs, at lead for the prefent, on account of the recent lofs 
in the family of the moft Rev/ Prelate whofe name had been 
mentiofied in it. 
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Mr. Baker, Mr. Burke, and Mr. Sheridan, faid a feif 
words on the fubjeft ; and Mr. Baker agreed, in the mean 
time, to withdraw the notice he had given for bringing for'^ 
ward the bufmefs on Thurfday next. 

Adjourned to Thurfday. 

Thurfday f 2l^h May. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT acquainted the Houfe, that he had a 
meilage from His Majefty to this Houfe, flgned by His Ma> 
jefty ; and he prefented the fame to the Houfe, and it was read 
by Mr. Speaker, and is as followeth, viz. 

GEOKGE R. 

His Majejlyt being defirous that the annuity ef twt thoufand 
pounds^ which f in confequence of the eminent and fignaJ fervices 
performed by the late Lord Rodney^ was granted by an oB if the 
twenty-third year of His Majefiy's reign to the faid Lord Rodney^ 
and to the two next perfons on whom the title ef Lord Rodney 
fhould defeend, Jhould be further continued to the perfons on whom 
the title of Lord Rodney Jhall hereafter defeend, but His Majefly 
not having it in his power to extend the faid grant beyond the ex- 
iting term, recommends it to his faithful Commons to conftder ef a 
proper method of extending and fecuring the fame, in fiich manner 
as Jhall be thought mofl effeSlual for the benefit of the heirs of the 
faid Lord Rodney, on whom the faid title Jhall defeend. 

G.R. 

Refolved, “ That this Houfe will, tq-morrow morning, re> 
folve itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe, to take His 
Majefty’s faid moft gracious meifage into confideration." 

Mr. CHARLES TOWNSHEND brought up the report 
of the Committee appointed to inquire into the ftate of the 
impeachment againft Warren Hadings, Efq. 

The Report dated, that the Committee had made inquiry 
into the date of the impeachment, and found that in coniide*' 
ration of the defendant’s cafe having been clofed, and mudt 
evidence not yet printed, as well as the fpeeches of Cooniet, 
the Managers could not be prepared to proceed to their reply 
at the time appointad by the Lords for that'purpofe. That 
with regard to the charge on the head of Benares, they would 
be ready to proceed on the 12th of June, but could not be 
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ready in the other charges for a confiderable time, probably 
not lefs than four or five weeks. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND then moved, that a melTage be 
fent to the Lords, to acquaint them with the reafons why this 
Hoiife cannot proceed to the trial of Warren Hafiings, Efq., 
at the time appointed, and to defire that the fame may be put 
off to a future day.’* 

Mr. WIGLEY faid, that the Houfe fliould not aflent tQ 
any propofition which tended to protraft this trial, already 
proirafted much tor> long. He had the honour to be one of 
the Committee w^ho prepared the Report now before them ; 
that Committee were fatisfied of the propriety of it ; he was 
not ; and, upon a view of the ^hole cafe, he was fatisfied that 
the meflage now propofed ought not to be fent to the Houfe of 
Lords, confiftently with the dignity of the Houfe of Com- 
mons, for they ought to be ready to proceed, through the me- 
dium of their Managers, on the day appointed by their Lord- 
fhips.- He then fluted the conduft of the Managers to have 
been, in his opinion, the chief caufe of the great length of the 
prefent trial ; that they put queftions to wiinelTes which were 
irregular, and had offered evidence for the prof&cution which 
was inadmiflible, and that the Judges had often been of that 
opinion when the Lords took their advice upon thefe points. 
With rcfpe^l to the Report now upon the table, he confidered 
it to have been framed chiefly from the advice and opinion of 
a right honourable Manager w'ho was one of the Members of 
the Committee (Mr. Burke), lie had afked that right honou*- 
rable Manager, in the Committee, fume queftions relative to 
fome of the charges of the impeachment, to which he had not 
received fatisfadory anfwcrs. 

The SPEAKER called the learned gentleman to order, and 
informed him that he could not regularly flate to the Houfe 
any thing upon the fubjed of the Report that was not in the 
Report itfelf, unicfs he intended to move for its recommit- 
ment. 

Mr. WIGLEY then proceeded to flate, that as the right 
honourable Manager had for 4 b many years attended to the af- 
fairs of India, and for that purpofe had read books at the 
India Houfe, he could not be unprepared to procee^d upon this 
bufmefs at this time. He hinted that Mr. Haftings was un- 
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fairly treated on the part of this profecution^ and that^ to his 
knowledge, had not Mr. Haftings applied to his own friends^ 
Members of that Hoiife, to attend early, a Houfe would fre- 
quently not have been formed to proceed to the trial in time 
fufficient for bufinefs in Weftminfter Hall. He maintained 
that no delay .came from Mr. Haftings on the part of the de- 
fence : he was clearly convinced, on a view of the whole fub- 
jefl:,, that farther time ought not to be allowed to the Managers 
to proceed upon this trial. 

Mr. FOX faid, that the learned gentleman had oppofed the 
motion now^ before the Houfe upon fair ground, namely, upon 
the ground of delay ; that delay he had pretty plainly imputed 
to the Managers : the queftion, therefore, muit be with regard 
to that learned gentleman’s objeftions, whether the Managers 
had been guilty of any unnecelTary delay, on their part, in the 
courfe of this trial r Firft of all, he begged leave to proteft 
againft the truth of the allegation, and to declare, that to his 
knowledge there had not been, on the part of the Managers, 
any delay whatever. He did not fay that there had not been 
delay fome where, nor that fuch delay might not have been ne« 
ceflary ; all that he afferted was, and he pledged ‘himfelf to 
prove it before he fat down, that whatever delay there had 
been, or whether it was ncceflary or unnecelTary, it did jiot 
proceed in any one inftance from the Managers. Suppofing, 
therefore, for a moment, that this was the cafe, which he pro- 
mi fed he (hould be able to prove, he would then alk, whether 
there was a man in that Houfe, in this country, or in this 
world, who knew any thing of the nature of this proceeding, 
who did not know that that which had taken up fo much time 
already for evidence, did not alfo require great time for delibe- 
ration i Was it not polTible that there (hould be more evi- 
dence to be offered on the part of the profccution when that on 
the part of the defence came*to be deliberately examined, in or- 
der to rebut the evidence on the part of the defendant ? Did 
not this rule apply to the other fide, when the profecution was 
clofcd? Did it^not apply to all judicial proceedings, and 
more particularly to thofe of a criminal nature ? Let the 
Houfe look at the courfe of the trial from its commencement. 
On the part of the Managers, much of the time had been taken 
up In readir^ the articles of charge, and the evidence to fup« 
VoL.XXXV. 4G 
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port them ; and let them look at the different mdde adopted for 
the other fide. On the part of the profecution, the whole of 
the evidence, at the requeftof the defendant's Cbunfel, was 
read at length. On the part of the defence, various parts of 
the evidence were entered as read, for the purpofe of faving 
time, referring to volumes of books to be printed by the Ma- 
nagers, before they fhould proceed to reply. The Managers 
might have infifted on the evidence for the defence being read 
at large, like that on the part of the profecution ; but for the ‘ 
purpofe of avoiding delay as much as poflible they had confent- 
ed to this expeditious mode. He vvas not blaming the Coun- 
fel for the defendant for in Ming on all* the evidence from 
books, on the part of the profecution, being read at full ; per- 
haps they were very right ; but then he expe£ted that there 
fliould come from that quarter no complaint of delay after- 
wardsj efpecially when out of favour to them the Managers 
had donfented to (horten the evidence on the part of the de- 
fence, and giving it all the efFeil which it could have from be- 
ing read, by confenting to enter it as having been read at the 
trial, afid confequently printed with the other evidence. This 
the Counfei on the part of the defendant could not have done 
without the confent of the Managers, and yet thofe very Ma- 
nagers, who had been compelled to go through their own evi- 
dence at full length, becaufe the Counfei for the defendant in- 
filled upon their doing fo, and who had confented to accom- 
modate the defendant with the bed mode of managing his de- 
fence^ becaufe his Counfei deiired it for the fake of expedi- 
tion, were now to be charged by thefc very Counfei with ha- 
ving wilfully caufed delay on the prefent trial. But it had 
been faid, that the Managers had occafioned delay, by propo- 
ling quedions which could not regularly be alked, and that the 
opinion of the Judges had been often given againd them upon 
that occafion, and that they had offered evidence which was 
inadmiflible. Upon this he mud confefs, that if there was 
any reproach to attach to the Managers for fuch condudl;, he 
was ambitious of having his ihare of it, and he claimed a great 
one. 

He fhould not now fay any thing upon the opinions of thofe 
who thought the proceedings of the Managers vexatious in that 
relpeft ; he would be contented with obferving, that whatever 
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their Lordfhips^might think upon the propriety'of refufing 
evidence offered by the Managers, he thought that the Mana- 
gers would have been highly reprehenfible if they had negled- 
ed to tender it, and that the general ground for refufing to re* 
ceive that evidence appeared to him ridiculous, and the argu* 
ment upon it prepofterous ; for it was faid, that although the 
evidence in itfclf might amount to fomething, yet it would not 
raife a degree of prefumption in its favour to entitle it to ad- 
million, thus taking the weight of evidence as an argument 
againft its cotnpetency ; and with refpeft to the opinions .of 
the Judges, he could only fay, that the Managers never knew 
the principle on which they proceected, as they always gave 
thofe opinions before the Lords, Ihut up in their Chamber of 
Parliament, to the abfolute exclufio;! of {Grangers ; and there- 
fore from fuch opinions given in the dark, and to the Mana- 
gers totally behind the curtain, they had no rule for their gui- 
dance and improvement, and therefore they were obliged to 
perfift in every queftion they put that might have been objeSed 
to by the defendant’s Counfel, not knowing what the Judges 
would approve or what they would difapprove. The next 
confideration was, upon the matter of fa£l, with refpedl to 
the time which the difeudion of this impeachment had already 
taken up. It was faid, it had laded fix years. It had fo; 
how many days had been employed in that period ? Only Ii6« 
In one year only 20 days had been allowed. If the Lords re- 
quired any extraordinary diligence from the Managers, their 
Lordlhips, from the example they gave, did not require that 
diligence with a very extraordinary good grace. The Mana- 
gers, however, did not wifh to be extravagant in their tequi- 
litions to their Lordlhips; for they alked only for a week upon 
important ground for proceeding upon this trial, although the 
Lrords had taken months for themfelyes without condefeending 
to allign any ground whatever. How flood the cafe with re- 
fpeA to fpeeches before the Lords upon this trial ? Upon the 
Benares charge, which he had the honour of opening, he fpoke 
only one day, and an honourable friend of his another day* 
Two days were confumed in fpeeches from the Managers on 
this point ; eight were taken upliy the Counfel for the defen- 
dant in anfwering thia. He did not fay that the Counfel took 
up too mueh time ; he dared fay it was too little for the bud* 
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ncfs they undertook ; biit he mentioned this to (hew how the 
truth was with regard to the queftion of delay. Another thing 
was to be noticed upon this trials and it arofe out of the cir- 
cumllances of its commencement. When the Lords faid to 
the Managers that they fhbuld not a(k for judgement charge 
sifter charge feparately, but that Mr. Haftings (hould hear the 
whole of the charges to be exhibited againft him before he 
fhould be called upon to make a defence' to any, — why was 
this rule not to be followed with refpe6f to the Manager^ in 
making their reply to the defence of Mr. Hadings ? Why 
was one rule to be f-Jlowed by the defendant, and another to 
be marked out for the profecutors ? For, according to the 
mode allowed Mr. Haiti ngs for^ his defence, the Managers 
ought to have time to perufe the whole of the defence before 
they proceeded to reply to it. And if the Counfel for the de- 
fendant required time to anfwer the fpecches of the Managers, 
and to rebut the evidence called for the profecution, why was 
there ^not to be time for the reply in the fame manner ? He 
would go farther, and fay, that even if he had known a good 
while ago that the defence would have been clofed at the time 
it was, he was then entitled to think and expeft from the con- 
dud of the Lords, upon former ftag^s of this trial, that they 
would not have called upon the Managers for their reply till 
the next feflion of Parliameht. How Itood fads upon this 
point ? On the 14th of February, 1791, the Houfc of Com- 
mons fent a meffage to the Lords, importing that they were 
ready to proceed upon this trial : what were their Lordfhips 
pleafed to do ? Not a word was heard from them until the 
17th of May, and then, as might be fuppofed, they made up 
by their adivity for their paft negled. How Itood the fad ? 
How many days did their Lordihips allows to the Managers to 
proceed upon this trial in the whole of that year ? Only four, 
and on the 30th of May their Lordfhips’ diligence clofed for 
the fealbii. Did they then tell Mr. Hailings that he mull 
make up his defence to, what had been exhibited againft him in 
a week, as they called upon the Managers to reply ? Nothing 
like it, for they allowed him time to the next year. Was 
there one law for Mr. Haftings, and another for the Mana- 
gers i He confelfed, that, upon every view he had of the 
; fulled and the condud of the l^rds|^ he expeded that tBey 



A. 1793. DEB A T E S. S 97 

would not have called upon the Managers for their reply until 
the next 1‘effion. Another part of the bufinefs was alluded to 
by the learned gentleman, which was, that Mr. Haftings had 
been obliged to reqiieft his friends to come down to the Houfe 
on the day of trial in lime to form a Houfe, to prevent delay 
that muft otherwife have happened- Upon this he muft fay, 
that there might, out of the 116 days which had been taken up 
in this trial, be three or four on which perhaps the Lords might 
l&ve waited for the Commons for perhaps theTpacc of half an 
hour : this, he prefumed, was not very (lifgracefiil to the Ma- 
nagers, nor very extraordinary, for bn ftnne days the Chancel- 
lor did not come before three o’clock in the afternoon, fre- 
quently at one, and if he Ihould by accident, without any in- 
timation to the Managers, be in the Hall at twelve, it was not 
very furprifing that the Managers were not in Court much be- 
fore one oclock. If this was laid as matter of blame upon 
the Managers, he did think the weight of the accufation not 
more than they could very well hear, without thinking them- 
felves likely to be weighed down by it. It feemed, however, 
that now Mr. Haflings called for expedition in the courfe of 
this trial, in hopes of having final judgement this feflion. 
Was there any body poffclfcd of the lead knowledge of this 
fubjedl, who had the lealt idea that fijial judgement could be 
obtained in this mighty buiinefs this fcHion ? If there was,, 
he confeHed himfelf bound to admire his candour and his con- 
fidence in the diligence of the Lords. The molt remarkable 
part of the objedions now ftarted again ft the delay of the Ma- 
nages was yet remaining. It was pretended, that the Mana- 
gers muft know, or might have known, the whole of the evi- 
dence long ago, for that the whole of it might have been 
printed. To which he anfwcrcd, that was impoHible, for a 
greatjjarl of the evidence, on the part of the defence, had, by 
the exprtfs defire of the defendant's Counfel, not been heaidas 
yet by any body in that Court, having been carried on from 
page to page, and entered upon the trial as read, to be printed 
hereafter ^ and even this could not be ready even for their 
Lordfhips before the very day on which they had called upon 
the Managers to appear ia Wdhninfter Hall to rebut it ; afhd 
*how could the Managers do jultice to that Houfe, to tiiem- 
felves, and to the public, in i'upport of this profecutioxi under 
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fuch lingular circumftancesi if they were to comment upon 
evidence which they never heard i With regard to the fp£eches 
of tlie learned Counfel for the defendant^ he confeifed himfelf 
tinable to reply to them alfo, without time to read them from 
the tranfeript of the Ihort-hand notes taken at the trial ; for 
undef the idea of being allowed to have that advantage, he had 
waved the thought of taking full notes himfelf, and he muft fay, 
that however great and fplendld might be the talents of the 
leanied gentleman who fpoke lait, he did not think that even 
he Would be well pleafed if he was called upon to reply with- 
out the allidance to which he alluded. Was it therefore now 
fit that the Managers fliould be called upon to reply in this 
lituation i Were they to comment upon 206 pages of evi- 
dence which they had not, and which they could not have read ? 
Were they to reply to fpeeches which took up altogether near 
twenty-four hours to deliver without reading them, and think- 
ing on the arguments contained in them i He confeifed him- 
felf unable to do fo in lefs than a fortnight, more he did not 
require* There was another point which he had hinted at be- 
fore, which was, that it was pollible that evidence (hould be 
produced in reply, and yet gentlemen perfilled in faying, that 
the Managers ought to go on without farther time, before they 
had feen all the evidence on the part of the defence. How 
was it poflible to know what the evidence, which had been en- 
tered as read, might turn out to be ? When gentlemen came 
to confider thefe points properly, he hoped the time the Mana- 
gers alked would not appear too much, and that they were not 
guilty of delay on their part in taking it, if allowed. He was 
ready, after the time propofed, to proceed upon the fubjedl of 
the Benares charge, at the fame time he doubted the expediency 
of it. But with regard to the other charges, he mull fay, it 
appeared to him to be neither confiftent with the charafter of 
that Houfe, nor with juftice, toproc^eed upon the others, until 
much more time was taken to confider of the whole of the de- 
fence which had been made to them ; rather than to attempt 
to anfwer the defence, it would be better nut to anfwer at all, 
blit to leave the cafe as it Hood, and call for judgement on it : 
he was, however, far from being fure that even that would be 
of any avail te the defendant, for the purpofe of having judge- 
ment in the prefent feffion. Having made thefe obfervations, 
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he mull fay, he was glad that this debate had taken place, and 
he was under feme obligation to the learned gentleman whole 
oppofition had produced it, becaufe it*had afforded him an op* . 
portunity of proving what he trufled he now had proved, and 
what he had often alTerted, that the more this fubje£t was in- 
vedigated, the clearer it would appear, that be there any delay 
any where, none of it was imputable to the ‘Managers. On 
their. part there had not been an attempt at any dilatory pro- 
ceeding. He defied any man, in any fituation, however great 
his talents or abilities, to prove that the Managers had neglcjfl* 
cd any part of their duty in the courfe of this arduous proceed- 
ing, or to impute to them any corrupt motive, or to ihow what 
inducement men, fitiiated as they were, had to Kave any corrupt 
motives upon this fubjeft. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL, after fome explanation 
of what he trufted would refult from the prefent motion being 
carried, gave it his afTent. 

Mr. VANSITTART agreed to it alfo under a hope that 
the whole bufinefs would terminate in the prefent fellion, and 
that fome regulation fhould take place, by which impeach- 
ments in future might be prevented from extending to the 
grievous length of the prefent. 

Mr. BURKE defended the condu£l of the Managers, and 
fupported the motion. 

Mr. BURTON exprefled fome concern at bearing that part 
only of the reply Ihould be made this fellion. He obferved, 
there were two things to be confidered on fuch an occafion as 
this : the firft was, that juftice ihould be done 5 the fecond, 
that the public Ihould feel that juftice had been ftridlly attend- 
ed to. He thought the trial had already lafted fo long, that it 
was doubtful whether it could be faid that juftice in mercy had 
been adminiftered to the defendant, and if it went over to ano- 
ther fellion, he was doubtful whether the public would feel 
it fo. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT fupported the motion, and bore ho- 
nourable teftimony of the conduct of the Managers, and main- 
tained that they ought to be fupported by the Houle. A 
learned gentleman had exprefled fome anxiety on account of 
the reply on the part of the profecution not being likdy to be 
concluded in the prefent feffion. He begged leaive to obfeive. 
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that that did not belong to the prefent quellion before the 
Houfe ; if the Managers were conipellM‘t<'> proceed upon the 
charge of Benares before the time they thpught they Ihould be 
ready, he did not fee how that circumfbnce would better ena- 
ble them to proceed upon others. He thought the time pro> 
pofed beyond the day appointed by the Lords by no means too 
much. The character of the Houfe, and the honour of the 
nation, were involved in this proceeding, and he was clearly, of 
opinion that they (hould avoid precipitation as much as th^ ■ 
^ould fear the imputation of delay ; and if the Managers were 
called upon to make their reply before they were prepared, the 
confequence mud be obvious to every gentleman in that 
Houfe. He was perfuaded, that to prepare for the reply alto- 
gether, fix or feven weeks would be only a moderate time. 
Whether the whole could be concluded within the prefent fef- 
fion, was not a quedioii to be debated now ; he only faid by 
the way, that it appeared to him to be abfolutely impoflible. 
If deferred to another felTion, that might certainly be called 
fome delay ; it appeared to him to be unavoidable, but he did 
not think that final judgement would thereby be retarded. 
There could not be a fhadow of excufe on the part of the Ma- 
nagers for not being ready next fellion to go on from day to 
day until the whole was concluded, and then time might be 
allowed for their Lordfbips to receive the evidence, and tu 
compare the charges with the open fpeeches, and the defence 
and the reply, and finally to pronounce judgement. 

The Houfe divided i 

For the motion, 87 ; Againft it, 4.2. 

A motion was then made, “ That the' Commons do acquaint 
their Lordlhips, that from the confideration of the cafe of 
Warren Hafiings, £fq., having been clofed fooner than t)iere 
was reafon to expeA, and that as time will be requifite for 
printing the evidence and the fpeeches of the Counfel for the 
defendant, the Managers can in no cafe be fufficiently pre> 
pared to proceed at the time appointed, and therefore they de- 
fire that it may be put off to a future day,” 

Mr. WIGLEY oppdfed the motion. ^ 

Mr. RYDER moved an amendment to whibhwas, tp 
leave out that part which related to the fpeeches of'Counfel. 
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This produced a fhort convQrfadon, trfiich aided ib diK 
amentoent being withdrawn, and the original motion afteed 
to. 

' Mr. BURKE took notice of the improprie^ of fufiomg 
fiilfe itnpreffions to be made upon the public mind refpeding 
this trial, through the medium of certain proftituted channeb, 
and by means of infmuations thrown out in that Houfe, and at 
another place, that delay had been the objed of the Managers ; 
^nd reminded the Houfe of what was due to their own digni^, 
to the chara£ler of the Managers, to the honour of the Britilh 
nation, and the regard they ought to have for the opinion of 
pofterity. He concluded with moving to the following eifedl : 

That the Managers of the impeachment againft Warren 
Ballings, Efq., do prepare and lay before the Houfe a ftate- 
ment of the proceedings on the trial of the faid impeachment, 
together with an account of the circumftances which have oc- 
cuired in the courfe of the faid trial, with fuch obfervations at 
may tend to the explanation of the fame.” 

Mr. LONG faid a few words againft taking up the time of 
the Managers in this way. 

Mr. WIGLEY moved the previous queftion. 

Mr. SHERIDAN defended the motion with great ability : 
he ridiculed the idea of there not being time for the purpole, 
and obferved, that the Managers had fcveral hands unemployed 
at this time, and, indeed, that'he was unemployed himfelf, and 
fhould be fo with regard to this impeachment until the fpeechas 
and the evidence alluded to in the courfe of this day Ihould be 
printed ; for he Ihould not begin to think what he Ihouhl lay in 
reply before he knew what he was to reply to } the arguments, 
and perhaps the tropes and figures of the Inrned Counfel for 
the defendatit, might not require any extraordinary eiibrts ; but 
he mull be acquainted with fadls, and the applidition which 
they made to them. He could wilh, for inftance, to know what 
fort of a reply either of the two honourable gentlemen would 
make, without reading it, to the fpeech of Mr. Plomer, whkll 
lafted four days j if they printed it, Mr. Sheridan laid he cer* 
tainly would read it, not becaufe he was fure they had ovav 
turned the arguments of the leafned Counfel, or commmted 
ably on three folio volumes, although diey siilght think fo, bot 
V01.XXXV. ♦H 
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that fuch a reply mud in itd nature be a curious and entertaining 
performance. 

Mr. FRANCIS faid, he fhould offer but one fhort obferva- 
tion on the violent oppofition made to the motion of his right 
honourable friend. The faft, he trufted, would make a proper 
impreffion on the Houfe, and on the Public. In the courfe of 
the prefent debate, as well as on every other occafion that had 
offered, both within doors and abroad, a certain fet of men had 
made it their conffant bufmefs and (hidy to load the Managers 
with the bafeft accufations, by calumny, by infinuation, and by 
the moft falfe and infamous flander, with a view of perfuading 
the Public that the Managers had purpofely delayed and pro- 
jtraded the trial, to the vexation and opprcilion of Air. Haf- 
tings, and to the difgracc of public jiillice. But now, what 
was the conduft of the fame pcrfoiis, when las right honourable 
friend came voluntarily forward, and offered to lay a ftate of the 
fadls before the floufe, and before the nation r Inffead of 
meeting him fairly on the truth of their own charges, they 
turned Ihort upon him, and faid, they would hear nothing of 
fadls : they would not fiiffcr him to clear himfclf and his fellow 
Managers from their malicious calumnies. They could abufe 
and calumniate ; but, when they were dared and challenged to 
a fair trial, they (lirunk like cowards, and fled from the proof. 
What farther evidence could the Koufc or the nation dclire, 
than that every word thefe perfons had uttered on the fubjedt 
was utterly falfe, and incapable of being fupported. Let this 
fadl go forth to the world with all the reft of their proceedings. 

Mr. Morris Robinfon and Mr. Vanfittart faid each a few 
words. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL w^as againft the motion. 
Mr. TAYLOR fupported it. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT thought that this motion w'as not 
ilridlly necclfary, and he faw no parliamentary ground upon 
which that Houfe fhould call upon the Managers to give to the 
Houfe a formal account of their condudi, and therefore the mo- 
tion appeared to him to be needlefs. If any complaint had 
been made againft them, the Houfe fliould vindicate their cha- 
rafter ; but that not being the cafe, he owned he wiflied the 
Houfe not to proceed to a ftep fo unufual as that involved in the 
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prefent motion ; he therefore wifiied he could prevail on tho 
right honourable gentleman to withdraw it. 

Mr. BURKE anfwered the arguments urged againft the 
motion, and appealed to the juftice of the Houfe to vindicate 
his charafler againft the grofs calumnies with which it was 
loaded, and exprefted great indignation at the manner thefe ca- 
lumnies had been fuffered to pafs without proper notice. He 
concluded with leaving the cafe entirely to the fenfe and plea-* 
fure* of the Houfe. 

IVlr. RYDER was againft the motion upon the grounds 
urged by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

Mr. SHERIDAN fupported the motion with great force. 
He obferved, that if the Houfe had any delicacy upon appoint-* 
ing the Managers to make a report upon a fiibjc£t which con- 
cerned themfelves perfonally, that would be cafily removed by 
appointing the fame Committee as that whofe report the 
Houfe had this day received. He maintained, that when the 
condu£l of the Managers w-as arraigned, the Public ought to 
have a fair ftatement of that conduft ; there was nothing fo 
iiecefTary as a real ftatement of fa< 3 s upon this fubjeft. If, 
for inftance, it was known by the Public, that had the Lords 
met de die in diem^ the Managers would have been ready to do 
fo, and then the whole of the trial would have been over in 
one felTion of Parliament, inftead of lafting, as it had, for 
fix years. If thefe things were publicly known, they would 
have a good efFe<Sl upon the Public. If it was known, that 
in the year 1791 the Lords allowed only four days for this 
trial — in the preceding year only fourteen days — in the whole 
only eighteen days for two ye'ars, the Public would form a 
right opinion whence the delay came ; and that if the Counfel 
for the defendant had taken twenty-two clays for the defence, 
fuch fa6ls would have the weight they ought to have upon the 
public mind. They would tend highly to make people* 
afhamed of accufing the Managers of any improper condu£l 
upon this trial \ he wiftied indeed thefe gentlemen who affe£l- 
cd to blame the Managers, would ftare charges againft them, 
becaufc then they could be met and regularly refuted ; but in- 
fmuatious were vile, where their authors would not come to a 
teft of truth. Mr. Sheridan then alluded to certain words 
fpbken by a high character in Weftminfter Hall upon this 
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trial, th^t no man, except fuch perfons as Marat and Rober- 
fpierre could have conduced themfelves as fome of Mr. 
Haflings’ accufers had done. If any man who breathed upon 
riiis earth was fnfiered to make fuch afperfions without being 
properly refuted, there was an end of the dignity of the Com- 
mons of Great Britain. He was not to be anfwered that thefe 
were the words of a privileged perfon ; no perfon ought to 
have fuch a privilege, and the higher the authority the more 
intolerable the infult. The infamy of fuch aflertions ought 
to be manifefted to the public, that the public might contin^ie 
to efteem the charaAer of the Managers of this important 
profecution, and have a proper reverence for public juftice. 

Mr. DUN DAS recommended withdrawing the motion for 
the prefent as matter of prudence, becaufe in its confequences 
it might lead to a difputc with the Lords, a circumftance mod 
carefully to be guarded againft by all who wifhed to fee the 
impeachment brought to a juft and honourable conclufion.— 
At the fame time, he felt, that the managers were entitled to 
the protedion of the Houfe, and if they Ihould think it ex- 
pedient to prefs the motion, he ihould think it his duty to vote 
for it. 

Mr. FOX admitted that there might be grounds of prudence 
for withdrawing the motion, which the right honourable gen- 
tleman who made it would confider \ but the objedion that 
there was nothing in a parliamentary form before the Houfe, 
to induce them to call for fuch an account from the Managers, 
was not well founded, for whatever was faid in Court by Mr. 
Haftings or his Counfel, was regularly before the Houfe. 

Mr. BURKE faid, he would be induced to do much from 
motives of prudence, but prudence and policy called upon him 
to perfift in his motion. Whoever in truft for public buflnefs, 
facrificed his reputation, facriiiced the bufinefs with which he 
was entrufted. The Managers had borne with many things to 
avoid a difpute with the Lords, which under different circum- 
ftances, they would not have borne ; but they could do fo no 
longer, without betraying their duty, and the honour of the 
Houfe, whofe delegates they were. Could the Lords imagine, 
that the Houfe of Commons, by juftifying themfelves, die) 
an injury to them, unlefs they had fet up an intereft of their 
•wn, in oppplition to that of the Houfe of Commons If 
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they have done fo,” faid he there is an end of us both, to 
any ufeful purpofe .” — Si cMidimur frangintur , — If the Lords 
decide this caufe on feeling, not on juitice, depend upon it we 
are gone. — It is the laft of the kind that will ever come before 
that tribunal, on which reds the main fecurity of our Condi- 
tution. I call upon you, as you prize your honour, as you 
value that conditution, to vindicate your charader, by affbrd- 
ing the Managers an opportunity of refuting the charges made 
againd them if they can, or by punifhing them if they cannot, 
dr, fo help me God, I believe this will be the lad impeachment 
you will ever prefer.** 

Mr. WINDHAM declared that there was neither prudence 
nor policy in fubmitting to ill ufage beyond a certain point-— 
that point was already pafled — lead of all to abandon their 
charadler to the mod injurious mifreprefentations, when to 
vindicate it required only a plain datement of fa£ls. 

Mr. JENKINSON objeded to the form of the motion, 
as he thought it would be better, and would tend to bring the 
matter within a narrow compafs, at the fame time that it 
would fully anfwer the end propofed, if the Managers were 
limply to lay before the Houfe a datement of their proceedings, 
without any obfervations. 

Mr. BURKE faid, it. was impoflible for him to agree to 
tlic amendment propofed by the honourable gentleman. If if 
w'ere to be agreed to, the Managers could not polTibly make 
their defence ; and rather than they Ihoukl be fo limited, he 
would wifti the motion to be negatived altogether: — one charge 
or infinuation againd them was, that they had introd^uced a 
great deal of bad matter in evidence ; and, how could they 
judify ihemfelves in this refpeft, without dating the grounds 
and reafons upon which the evidence was introduced ? Having 
dated what occurred to him as proper to be in the view of the 
Houfe, Mr. Burke faid, he would humbly retire, and leave 
the motion to be decided upon as the Houfe dioiild think 
right. 

Mr. JENKINSON explained. 

The SPEAKER obferved, that the amendment could net 
be moved till the motion for the previous quedion Ihould be 
difpolcd of. 



m PAfttmiSfKTAItY A. 1793. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that he had already fuggefted 
a dbubt with refpeft to the propriety of the prefent motion, as 
it did not appear to him that the Hoiife was called upon to 
adopt fuch a meafure. But, as he found that almoft all the 
honfi^urable Managers who had fpoke, feemed to be of opinion, 
that if the motion were rejected, it would have the appearance 
of difeouraging them ; although he was ftill inclined to retain 
his former opinion, yet in fuch an embarrafling fituation, he 
would certainly yield that opinion to their better information 
on the fubjeft, and would therefore give his vote againft the 
previous queftion. 

Mr. STANLEY fpokc againft the previous queftion and in 
favour of the motion. 

The Houfe divided on the previous queftion. 

Ayes, 69; Noes, 69. 

The queftion came therefore to be decided by the cafting vote 
of the Speaker, which he having given againft the previous 
queftion, 

The Houfe again divided on Mr. Burke’s motion. 

Ayes, 67; Noes, 71. Majority againft the motion 4. 

Mr. BURKE lamented the fate of the motion, but faid that 
he and the Managers had done their duty in bringing it forward, 
and that though the Houfe had now thought proper to rejeft 
it, a fimilar propofiiion might perhaps be more fuccefsfiil on a 
future occafioh under better aufpiccs. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT begged to afle the honourable gentle- 
man oppofite to him (Mr. Lambton) whether he meant to prefs 
his motion on the Houfe that night. The previous bufinefs 
and difeuflion had gone into much greater length than was ex- 
peded, and he was anxious that the honourable gentleman 
Ihould defer his motion, as he felt it would be attended with 
foine degree of perfonal inconvenience to himfclf, that amotion, 
which might probably lead to fuch important difeuffion, ftiould 
be brought on at fo late a period of the evening. 

Mr. LAMBTON felt^iimfelf fomewhat peculiarly fituated, 
from three delays having already taken place in bringing for- 
ward the motion of which he had given notice ; at the fame 
time, under the circumflahees ftated, he faid he would not then 
prefs i^ on the Houfe i and it was agreed to be deferred till 
Monday next« 
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Sir WILLIAM DOLBEN moved, that theHodfe fliould 
go into a Committee of the whole Houfe, to confider of pro* 
per, regulations with refpeft to the Carrying Slave Trade — And 
the Houfe having gone into a Comihittee, the honour^le Mr. 
Elliot in the chair — it was moved and ordered, that leave be 
given to bring in a Bill to continue and amend feveral Ads of 
Parliament, for regulating the Carrying Slave Trade. 

The Houfe was then refumed, and the Report ordered to be 
received to-morrow. Adjourned. 


Friday y May, 

Sir C- BUNBURY faid, that in prefacing the motions 
which he Ihoiild have the honour of fubmitting to the Houfe, 
it was his wifh to imitate what was deemed the art of oratory 
amongfl the ancients, viz. the faying much in a few words, 
rather than the modern practice of faying little in a great 
many. But exclufivc of fiich claim on the attention of the 
Houfe, he believed it would be a fufficient apology if he aflured 
it, that his objeft w'as to lellen the Aim of human mifery, and 
to prevent an unnecelfary expenditure of the public treafure. 
He conceived that not only humanity, but policy, ought to 
induce His Majefty’s Miriifters to turn their thoughts towards 
the unliappy convifts dellined for tranfporation. He called 
the attention of the Houfe to their Atuation after fentcncc. — 
They were afl'cmbled in our common yard in Newgate, and 
other unimproved prifems, where tliey remained many months 
in rags, hllh, and idlencfs, and afterw^ards they were fent on 
board the hulks, w here they frequently (laid a long time ; by 
which thofe whofc morals were not totally depraved, were 
rendered completely fo by this mifehievous and impolitic affb- 
ciaiion. He then eftimated, that of the feven years* tranfpor- 
tation, which was the fentence of the Court, two years were 
mif' fpent in indolence and bad company ; reckoning one year 
confumed in gaol and on board the hulks, and the average paf- 
fage to New South W ales Ax months, and Ax months for their 
treturn, each of which voyages coft 2ol. per man, fo that the 
•fyitem was as expenfive as it was baneful ; and if they were 
not brought back it was ftill worfe, as it was a flagrant breach 
of jufticc ; nearly one-third of their term, and fometimes more, 
'Was thus waited in ^maimer not only adverfe to reformation, 
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but calculated, as it ihould feem, to augment their depravity, 
and <make them thieves during their lives. Aflbciate and re- 
form, exclaims the patriot! This maxim. Sir Charles faid, 
might be juft rcfpefting honeft men, from whofe affociationi 
much good might arife ; but it ihould be reverfed when ap- 
plied to the diftoneft. The aiTociation of the bad muft pro- 
duce evil. Separate and reform, is the maxim to be attended 
to in the management of thieves. But though a friend to pro- 
per reparation and feclufion, he difapproved of long confine- 
ment in folltary cells, which, he feared, had too often been 
inflified even for flight offences, fince the aft of the 31ft of 
George III. for the better regulating of prifons, which carried 
the power of the Penitentiary Aft into general ufe, and gave 
to all Magiftrates the power of punifhing all offences within 
their cognizance by folitary imprifonment ; a puniihment 
which, by the former aft of the 19th of George III. was 
reftrifted to the Judges of aflizes, and to offenders guilty of 
crimes of fuch magnitude as were ufually doomed to tranfpor- 
tation* This aft of the 31ft, therefore, ought to have been 
accompanied by a revifal of our code of penal law ; for fince 
the penalty of imprifonment was greatly increafed by folitude, 
the duration of the term ought to be proportionably diminiftied, 
and for trivial faults ftiould be very (hort. It was a ftrong 
and potent remedy ; and, like all ftrong remedies, fhould be 
adminiftered with a cautious and difereet hand : what was 
good for phyfic, was not good for food. On the whole, Sir 
Charles reprobated the praftice of fending felons fentenced to 
tranfportation for feven years, to a barren fpot in one of the 
remoteft corners of the globe, at which, when they arrived, 
after much trouble and expence, they were to be preferved 
from perifhing by famine, by corn and meat fent from 
England ; the precarious arrival of which had fubjefted them 
to frequent alarms and diftrefs. The colony, fince its eftab- 
lifhment in January 1788, had almoft always been on a reduced 
ration. As Governor Phillip, though he thought the fettlement, 
from the prefent ftate of its cultivation, would foon be able 
to fupply itfelf with grain, recommended that a fufficient quan« 
tity fhould be fent thither to ferve till the end pf the year 1794. 
And as fupplies of beef and pork would be wanting for four 
or five years more^ Sir Charles advifed the fending (hips for 
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thofe articles to the fruitful Ifland of Madagafcar> froipi whenCjp 
they might be procured at a much cheaper rate than from Grem 
Britain. Perhapsi indeedi it would be wifer rather than to, 
fend provifions from hence to the hungry inhabitants of Sydney 
Cove, to fend them to the provifions, as Madagafcar a 
place infinitely more eligible for a fettlement, abounding not 
only in corn and cattle, but in various natural produftions 
moil ferviceable in trade and manufactures. Sir Charles 
thoujght of the inferior delinquents, whom the laws deemed 
corrigible, and fentenced for the limited term of feven years,^ 
the very old, the very young, the crippled, the infirm, and 
the penitent, might be ufefully employed in that labour beft 
fuited to their capacities in a well-regulated penitentiary houfe,» 
and by proper care and difcipline their morals might be amen- 
ded, and their bad habits reformed. 

The propriety of this mode of treatment he thought himfelf 
juftified in recommending, as it had not only received the re- 
peated fanCtion of both Houfes of Parliament, but in thole 
counties where, by the liberality of the inhabitants, and the 
laudable zeal and attention of the Magiilrates, the prifons had 
been lb conftruCled and regulated as to try its operation, the 
moll beneficial effeCls had refulted from it, and the great ob-?- 
jcCl of all punifliments in fomc degree attained, many having 
been reformed, and many deterred from the commiifion of 
crimes. The remainder of thefe criminals, if the American 
States refufed to receive them, he advifed, ihould be fent to 
Hudfon’s Bay. When America refufed to receive our con- 
viSs, penitentiary houfes were propofed ; but in confequence 
of the great expence, this fcheme was not carried into execu- 
tion. The next plan adopted, was that of fending them to 
Botany Bay. After recounting the miferies thefe unfortunate 
people underwent in prifon, on board the hulks, and in their 
paifage, in glowing colours. Sir Charles next proceeded to 
ftatc the eftimate of the expence incurred by Government by 
their tranfportation. The public, fince the eflablilhment of 
the fettlement, had paid 6oo,oool. There was a plan pre^ 
pofed, he faid, by the ingenious Mr. Jeremy Benthom, tp 
build penitentiary houfes in a circular form, which would 
cilitate the infpeftion, ^nd thereby rendering the l)mogth of 
^ walls lefs neceflary, would take away the only obje&iofi 
Vox. XXXV. 4 I 
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to them, viz, the expence, by reducing it to 25!. pef Cent, lefi 
than the hulks. Thus, well-regulated prifons, calculated to 
I'eform offenders, and to convert the diflblnte and idle into good 
and induftrious rubje6ls, wonld be provided at a cheaper rate 
than veflels in the Thames, in which, from the free and Con- 
tagious intercourfe of the Cohvidts, the mod dangerous combi- 
nations were formed, and inftead of being, aS they ought to 
be, ** Schools for Reformation,” they might, with more pro- 
priety, be termed Schools for inftrufting youth in the arts, of 
robbery.” This obfervation applied ftill more forcibly to their 
treatment in the unimproved jails, in which they were never 
allowed to work, and on board the (hips during their paflage to 
South Wales. Mr. Bentham propofed alfo a fubordinate eftab- 
lifhment, in which he would receive and employ fuch as could 
not find employment clfcwhere, all thofe perfons of Wafted 
charafter, who, though acquitted for want of legal proof, were 
thought to be guilty, and thofe the terms of whofc fcntences 
Were expired. This was aii eftablifhmeiit, which, to the dif- 
grace of the country, had long been wanted, and which me- 
rited the watoeft encouragement of Government, as it tended 
to prevent crimes, to which, he feared, many who now fought ' 
employment in vain were driven by neceflity. 

Sir Charles next proceeded to ftate the mortality among the 
conVi£ls during the voyage, and the experice. He faid, the 
maintenance of each convift, during the two firft years, coft 
the Country 661 . a year, which was the fafary of an excifeman. 
In fpeaking of the mortality, iie ftated, that out of five hun- 
dred paftengers On board the Neptune, but forty-two were able 
to craw l over the Ihip’s fide ; the reft were carried, and eight 
out of every ten died at Sidney Cove. The detail of the fiiffer- 
ings of thefe wretched convi£ls Would be tedious and painful ; 
fuffice it to fay, that by the depoftfions taken by the Solicitor 
of the Treafury, they were equal to any endured in the flavc 
Ihipis. That in another inlbnce, out of 1863 
Queen and other tranfports in autumn 1791, 576 on landing 
were fent to the hofpital. Governor Phillip wifhed to punifti 
the author of thefe calamities, but doubted his power over of- 
fences committed on the high feas. It was neceflary, there- 
fore, that an Admiralty Court fliould be eftablifhed at Sidney 
Cove. Sir Charles concluded by moving the following refold 



A. I79S- 0 EB A T 1 & 6il 

l4jtions, on which he deHred not an immediate decifion^ but 
left them for the confideration of gentlemen^ and particular!/ 
of His Majefty’s Minifters, to whom the care of felons, after 
qonvidioni devolvedip 

RESOLUTIONS. 

r. That, by the genera! improvement which has taken place In 
the jails and bridewells throughout the kingdom, the punifliment of 
convids by imprifonment and hard labour on board ot vefTeJs in the 
riyer Thames, and elfewhcre, is rendered unnecefrar)^ and ought to 
be difcontinued. 

2. That the promifcuous confinement of felons under fentence in 
Newgate, and orher jails deftincd for accufcd perfons only, and likc- 
wdfc on board of hulks for fevcral months until fhips are ready for 
their tranfportation, is impolitic, and productive of many evil conio^ 
fences. 

3. That a prowr prifon (hould be provided for the recepjion of 
fuch felons immediately after their conviction, with working rooms 
for feleCt companies, and feparate apartments during the hours of 
reft* 

4. That the diftance of the fettlcments at Sidney Cove and Nor- 
folk Ifland, the length and peril of the voyage, the expcnce of con- 
TCying and maintaining the convicts when there, is fo great, as to 
make it advifeable to fend thither only fuch as (hall be fentenced to 
tranfportation during their lives, or at Icait for the term of fourteen 
/ears, 

5. That it is expedient, that inquiry (hould be made whether the 
North American States would be inclined to receive and employ, as 
heretofore, any, and what number of conviCled felons; and alfo, 
whether a fettlement might not he allotted' to rhofe under fentence of 
tranfportation for feven years in any other part of the North Ameri- 
can Continent, or the adjacent idands, or elfewhere, to which they 
ngight be fent at a moderate cxpence, where the foil is fertile, and 
where they might be ufefully employed in the filheries and' commerce, 
and thereby contribute to their own fupport, and the advantage of 
this country. 

6 f That to preferve thofc criminals who may hereafter be tranf- 
ported from a calamity fimilar to that which deftroyed the greater 
part of the unfortunate crew of the Neptune, and to refeue them from 
the dangers of .foul air and famine, it feems expedient to allow a 
&ace of at lead two tons for each perfon; and that in. addition to the 
lalutary regulations propofed by Mr, Secretary Dnndas, in his letter 
of June 23, 17^1, to the Commiffioners of the Treafury, a premium 
ihould be given to the ContraClora, on the arrival of every felon in 
good health at the place of their deftination ; and likewile that all 
3 ie provifions on board of the fhips hired to carry conviCls, (hould 
be purohafed for the fervice of Government, and the furplus, at the 
end of the voyagb, be depofitcd in their dorehoufes. 

Mr. MARTHA approved highly of the refolutions, which, 
be hoped to fee carried into efFe£l. 

4I a 
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jVfn DUNDAS complimented the honourable Member for 
his intentions. He declared that he would give every aid to 
carry fuch of the refolutions into efFefl as met his approbation. 
He faid, from the lateft accounts from Norfolk Ifland, be had 
every reafon to believe that it would foon grow fuflicient corn 
for the convids and their families. He would therefore move^ 
not for the purpofe of getting rid of the queftion, but to con- 
lider the refolutions more maturely, that their farther con(i« 
deration fhould be deferred to that day three months, which 
^as agreed to by the Houfe. 

SirC. BUNBURY allowed that Norfolk Ifland produced 
good crops of corn ; it alfo produced abundance of rats and in- 
fers, to ainil in the confumption of it. But the objedlion to 
this fettlement was not its fterility, but its dangerous and rocky 
fhores, which prevented any veflcl from attempting to anchor, 
even in the fineft weather. The fate of the Sirius proved the 
rifle of approaching it. Monf. Clonard, the French circum- 
navigator, who failed in his endeavours to land, faid, it was 
only fit for the refidence of angels and birds. When he al- 
luded to birds, they were not, however, the birds of Newgate ; 
and he probably did not advert to them, when he talked of 
angels. 

Mr. WHARTON role to make his promifed motion. We 
heard, he faid, on every {ide, of the glorious Revolution in 
1688, and of the Conftitution, as fettled at the glorious Revo* 
lution. It was a note which he had always liftened to with 
pleafure, and he repeated it himfelf with rapture. But what 
was the rational foundation of our fatisfaftion at the recollec- 
tion of the glorious Revolution ? It afluredly was not that the 
pofleffion of the throne, and the regular hereditary fucceflion 
to it, were at that time difturbed and interrupted. It was not 
that we expelled one King and one Family, and appointed 
another King and another Family in their room. The necef- 
lity of fuch changes was at all times to be deplored ; and the 
events themfelves could only be juftified by the neceflity. The 
only rational foundation of our approbation of that Revolution 
mull be, that at that time fuch principles were confirmed, and 
fuch wife and wholefome provifions made for our conftitutional 
fecurity and happinefs, as might prevent all future neceflity for 
a fimilar Revolution. Whoever approved of that Revolution, 
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declared at the fame time» that the cdnftltutional provlfions 
then obtained were wife and wholefome provifions ; that they 
Were worthy objefts of a national ftruggle ; it they not only 
juftified refiftance, but made it meritorious ; and that they were 
cheaply purchafed at the price of all the blood that was (bed 
upon the occa{ion» as well as the dethronement of a guilty 
King, and the extirpation of his guiltlefs family. But an ap- 
probation of that revolution went ftill farther. It declared, 
that if, by any means — by force or by fraud, by violence or by 
corruption — if thefc wholefome and neceflary conditutional 
provifions (hould by any means be taken away or fruftrated, the 
fame objects would again juftify the fame national ftruggle, and 
the fame exiremities, tinlefs they could be recovered and re- 
obtained by more gentle, more peaceful, and therefore more 
happy means. He afferted (and faid he rilked nothing by the 
aflertion, for no man would be hardy enough to deny it, and 
he pledged hrmfelf to prove it in a Committee of the Houfe) 
that all that was valuable to the people of this country, all the 
provifions which were ftipulated to fecure the peace and prof- 
perity, the individual liberty, and the general property of the 
people of this land, had all been, fince the Revolution, taken 
away. All. ^ 

He muft intreat the attention of the Houfe for a very few 
moments, whilft he very briefly brought back to their recol- 
le£tion what this country eftabliflied by the Revolution. Firft, 
To avoid all future miftake, and that the contrail between 
Prince and People might be clearly underilood, the Revolu- 
tionifts began by altering the oaths of the contrading parties. 
They altered the coronation oath for all future Sovereigns in 
this realm, and they altered the oath of allegiance for them- 
felves and for all future fubje£ls. They cut up by the roots 
the damnable dodrine of paflive obedience and non-refiftance« 
by emphatically fpecifying and ordaining the following- words 
of their former oath, ill Wm. and Mary, ch, 8. J declam 
that it is not lawful, upon any pretence whatever, to take arms 
againft the King,” &c. &c. Ihould not from thenceforth be 
required or enjoined. 

It was not fo much to relieve the confcience of the fubjeds 
that thefe words of their former oath were feleded, recited, 
and abolilhed ; for no oath of flavery ever did, or eyer will, or 
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ever ought to bind a nation or an individuaL It was fomor 
thing worfe than perjury or facrilege to keep an oath of flavery« 
This alteration was made to prevent the future fovereigns qC 
this country from being milled, as the four preceding foYc«- 
reigns had been, to truft to a fcnfelefs fuperftition about Roy-* 
alty, which, though many perfons for their intercfts have pro** 
fcfled, no man of common fenfe ever entertained. 

Tlieir next care was to provide for the due adminiftration of 
the executive Power, and the refponfibility of its confidential 
advifers. They therefore enadted, 12th Win. III. chap. 2 ^ 
that all matters and things relating to the well-governing of 
this kingdom, which are cognizable in the Privy Council* hy 
the laws and cuftoms of tliis realm, Iha]! be tranfadled there ; 
SIkI all refolutions taken thereupon fliall be figned by fuch of. 
the Privy Council as (hall advife and confent to the fame.’* — • 
Thereby guarding, as far as laws could guard, againft that ac- 
curfcd engine of defpotifm, a Cabinet Council, or that m.orc 
accurfcd inftrument, an Interior Cabinet. Their attention 
was next diredlcd to the double reprefentation of the people ; 
the only pofTible fecurity for all their other provifions — their 
reprefentatives in Parliament, and their reprefeniatives in 
Courts of Jullice — the Houfe of Commons, and Juries. They 
paflfed over untouched, and left as they found them, the No- 
bility and the Church ; they were coufidering the folid and 
fubdantial parts of the qonditutionaL edifice, and did not much 
concern themfclves about the gilding and the varnifh. They 
therefore proceeded to eftablifh the principle a f^ir, free, 
and frequent eleSion of the Reprefentatives of the Commons 
in Parliament, as might be feen by a reference to the acts palled, 
in the hrft and fecond, and third years of William and Mary. 
And having thus, as they imagined, provided for the real elec- 
tion of the reprefentative body in Parliament, they fecured the 
independence and integrity of that body after its cledion, by 
enacting, that no perfon who has an office, ox place of pro- 
fit, under the King, or receives a penfion from the Crown, 
fliall be capable of ferving as a Member of the Houfe of Cona- 
mons,*’ I2ih W. III. ch. 2. 

Having thus fecured the purity and independence of the 
people’s reprefentatives in Pariiament, they proceeded to the 

other important branch of their reprefemation by jury ^ and 
X 



A. 1793* DESAtES. 6<s 

they decided, that juries (hould be fairly taken, without parti- 
ality ; and Ihould aft freely^ without influence, ill Wnrt. and 
^ary, ch. 2. . They alfo decreed, that exceflive bail fliould 
xldt be required ; that exceflive fines (hould not be iinpofed ; 
and that illegal atid cruel puniflitnehts (hould not be infliftc<fei 
and to fecurc thefe objefts, they ordained, that thenceforward 
the Judges* cotnmiflRons (Iiould be made, quam dim fe bene 
gejferint \ and that their falaries (hould be afeertained and e(lab« 
filhed in order to make the Judges independent of the Crown* 
f athW. in. ch. 2. 

Now, all thefe provlfions (the objefts arid confeqbences of 
the glorious Revolution) would have no value ; they would be 
nugatory and worthlefs ; they would be a mockery ; unlefs 
they went effeftually to obtain and fecure to the people of this 
land thefe three important points : Firft, an honeft and refpon- 
fible exercife of the executive authority. Secondly, real, in- 
dependent, and faithful reprefentatives of the Commons in 
Parliament. Thirdly, a fair and impartial adminiftration of 
juftice in the Courts of Law. We who had no predileftion 
for any family whatever (except as connefted with thefe ob- 
jefts), in the words of our anceftors at the time of the Revo- 
lution, did now again Claim, demand, and infill upon all ' 
thofe, as our undoubted rights ; the true, ancient,, and indu- 
bitable rights and liberties of this kingdom.** ill Wm. and 
Mary, ch. 2. If then, by various means, it had happened, 
(as he aflerted, and undertook to prove in a Committee of this 
Houfe) that this provifional refponfibllityi of the Privy Coun- 
cil no longer remains ; that the eleftion of the Houfe of Com- 
tiions is neither fair nor free, nor frequent ; that this provi- 
fional independence of its Members is gone, and that the 
Houfe at prefent fwarms with perfons having offices and 
places of profit under the King, and receiving pcnfions from 
the Crown ;** that juries are not fairly and impartially taken ; 
that they do not aft freely and withodt influence ; that excef- 
five bail may be, and has been, required ; that exceflive fines 
may be, and have been, impofed ; that illegal and cruel punilh- 
incntsmaybe, and have been, inflifted; that the Judges are 
not independent of the Crown ; -that penfions may, and have 
been, granted to fome of them \ and that lucrative offices may 
be, and have been, conferred upon others \ by which means it 
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cannot be faid that their falaries are afcertained and ellabliflied* 
If thefe fadls were fo, he held it to be the duty of all thofe 
who, without hypocrify, praifed the Revolution, to endeavour 
to return us again to our conftitutional fituation at that'period# 
:||id to recover thofe loft or negleded proviflons, that fo we 
might eflfeftually fecure to ourfelves and our poftcrity, what 
our anceftors endeavoured at the Revolution to fecure to them- 
lelves and to us. 

He concluded with moving, That a Committee be ap- 
pointed to inquire whether any, and which of the provifions 
made by Pairliament, in the reign of William and Mary, and 
in the reign of William the Third, for fecuring the refponfible 
excrcife of the executive authority, for fecuring a real, inde- 
pendent, and faithful reprefentation of the Commons in Par- 
liament ; and for fecuring a fair and impartial adminiftration 
of juftice in the Courts of Law ; whether any, and which of 
thefe have, by any means, been invalidated or taken away : and 
to confider whether any, and which of thofe loft or invalidated 
proviflons may be fit to be re-enaded and reftored, in order 
that the people of this land may recover that fituation and fe- 
curity in which they were placed by the glorious revolution in 
x688/' 

For the motion, ii ; Againft it, 71. 

The Houfe in a Committee, after a few words from the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, in honour of the chara£ler of 
the brave Admiral Rodney, to whom his country owed fo much 
gratitude, palTed a ^efolution, that the annuity of 2000I. per 
annum, fecured on « George Lord Rodney, and the two next 
perfons on whonf^the title fhould dcfccnd, be farther fettled 
and fecured on (he heirs of Lord Rodney, on whom the Barony 
of Rodney fhall be vefted. 

The repo^ of this refolution was ordered^ to be received on 
Monday. 

On reading the order of the day forgoing into a Committee 
pf the whole Houfe, on the bill to prevent the importation of 
jflavf s into foreign iflands, 

Mr. ESTWICK propofed, that it be an inftrudion to the 
Committee, that we do make: compenfation to perfons who 
may fuftain loflesi in confequence of this bill palling into a 
laWf &c. 
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This was oppofed by Mr. Chancellor Pitt, &c. a (hort de- 
bate arofe. The Houfe divided, 

. For the motion, 10 ; Againftit, 51, 

The Houfe having gone into a Committee, went through 
fevcral claufes of the bill, after which the Chairman reported 
progrefs, and leave was given for the Committee to fit again 
on Monday next — Adjourned. 

Monday i yl June. 

Mr. ADAM faid, that the notice he was about to give re- 
lated to a fiibjeft of great importance, with refpeft to a diilant. 
part of the kingdom, and he wilhed it to be as public as pof- 
fible. It had happened lately to him to have his attention a 
good deal called to the criminal law of Scotland, and fome re- 
gulation feemed to him to be neceflary, which would require 
confiderable attention. In no cafe, whether a capital offence 
or a mifdemeanor, did an appeal lie to the Houfe of Lords, 
from the Court of Jufticiary in Scotland. This appeared to 
him to be an impcrfecJIion, and it was hisobjeft to remove it. 
The allowing a writ of error to ground an appeal to the Houfe 
of Lords, under certain limitations and reftriflions, was re- 
garded as an improvement in the criminal law of England, he 
was clearly convinced of the propriety of allowing the fame fort 
of appeal to that tribunal from the Courts of Scotland, and 
therefore, when he brought the fubjeft forward, he fhould 
move for a regulation to the effe^Sl; of an appeal from tlie Court 
of Jufticiary to the Houfe of Lords. Another point to be no- 
ticed was that of a Grand Jury before trial. By the law of 
Scotland there was no Grand Jury in any cafe whatever ex- 
except that of treafon, and in all cafes of crimes it was left 10 
His Majefty’s Advocate to bring forward what profccution he 
thoiig^U^roper ; ^is was a matter w^hich required to be no- 
ticed alfo : he did not mean to infimiate that fuch power had 
been improperly iifcd, but from the nature of the thing it was 
fuch as required regulation. He fhould therefore diredl his at- 
tention in fome meafure to tliis, as well as to the fubjedls of 
Grand Jury and appeal. The next objedi was that in mifde- 
mcanors that are tried in Courts of inferior jurifdidlion, it 
fometimes happened that the party was tried even without a 
petty jury— it was one of his objefts to provide a petty jury in 
Vot.XXXV. 4 fK 



6i8 


PARLIAMENTARY. 


A. 1793. 

all cafes whatever for the trial of offences. There was ft ill 
another point remaining, which would require regulation ; he 
meant that of punifhrng contempt of Court as a crime. » Two 
things eflentially different were confounded with each other in 
this refpeft, and therefore a regulation was necelfary with re- 
fpeft to them. Thefe were^the points to which he fhoiild have 
the honour of foliciting the attention of the Houfe, but as they 
were of fo much importance, he was defirous that they fhould 
not, be brought forward haftily and without full notice, he’ 
therefore now begged it to be underftood, that early in the next 
felhon of Parliament he Ihould have the honour of propofing, 
firft a Committee to inquire into the points he had already 
ftated, and, if fuccefsful upon that, then a bill for the improve- 
ment of the fyftem of criminal law in Scotland, a fyftem which 
he was forty to fay, was at prefent very imperfect. 

Mr. LAMBTON obferved, that he had come down to the 
Houfe fully determined to bring forward the motion of which 
he had given notice ; but undeiftanding that the right honour- 
able gentleman (Mr. Pitt} w^as prevented from attending by 
indifpofition, he felt himfelf once more under the ncceflity of 
poftponing the agitation of it, conceiving the prefence of the 
right honourable gentleman, though not perhaps abfolutely 
necelfary, yet of fo much importance, as to induce h::n to 
rilk even the mifrcprefcntalions to which thefe repeated delays 
might be calculated to give rife — He knew he might be accufed 
of infihcerity, and of a wilh to get rid of the queftion. This 
• he foleiiiiily pledged himfelf to the Houf: and to the country 
was not the cafe, as having brought it forward upon due deli- 
beration, he believed it to be a queftion of ftrious importance, 
well worthy ihcir confideration, and certainly of weight enough 
to render the opinion of the right honourable gentleman, as 
much from his talents, as from the charadler which he held in 
that Houfe, a moft defirablc objedl of attainment. He wilh- 
cd gentlemen to recolledl:, that it was no queftion of innova- 
tion, no child of fpeculation, to which he meant to call their 
attention, that it related to a refoliition, which that Houfe 
had annually adopted for near a century, Avhich if it meant 
any thing, fhoulcf be upheld and fupported, or if nugatory, 
ufelefs and ivithout meaning, fhould be deliberately declared 
fo for the fake of the charader and confiftency of their pro- 

I 
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ccedings. For h!s own part, he believed it to be founded in 
found conftitutional wifdom, that the more it was inveftigated 
the more iis value would appear, and the importance be , efti- 
mated— He fhould, therefore conclude by deferring the confide- 
ration of it till Monday next, in the hope, that the right ho- 
nourable gentleman would be no longer prevented from attend- 
ing by his prefent illnefs. 

Mr. DUNDAS faid, he regretted as much as the honourable 
gentleman could do the illnefs, which was the caufc of his 
right honourable friend’s abfehce ; but he begged the honour- 
able gentleman, in confulting his own convenience, (for he 
did not fee the abfolute neceffity of his right honourable friend’s 
prefence) would recolleft, that it was extremely late in the 
feflion, that he might have brought forward his motion earlier, 
and that, as he (Mr. Lambtonj believed it to be of importance, 
he could hardly expefl: a very full attendance, fhould he perfift 
in bringing it forward on Monday next. 

Mr. LAMBTON begged the right honourable gentleman 
to recollefi for a moment the particular circumftances under 
which he brought forward this bufinefs, and he thought he 
would eafily perceive, that he could not have given an earlier 
notice than he had done. That in faft it arofe from the nega- 
tive put upon the motion made by his honourable friend (Mr. 
Grey) for referring the petition which he had prefented, to a 
Committee, one of the allegations of which petition bore im- 
mediate relation to this refolution of the Houfe — now had his 
honourable friend’s motion been acceded to, his own would 
have been unneceflary, in as much as the inquiry which he 
meant to folicit, would by that meufure have been adopted— 
that on Monday next, fliould the right honourable gentleman's 
indifpofition continue, it would be for him (Mr. Lambton) to 
confider whether he felt the difculfion of this queftion of fuch 
importance as to induce him to prefs it even during his ab- 
fence, or to poftpone it till next feflion — he confefled he very 
much wiflied to hear the opinion of the right honourable gen- 
tleman upon it, and therefore fhould continue his notice for 
Monday next. 

The Houfe adjourned. 
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ff^ednefdayy ^th June. „ 

Mr. GREY faid, that to-morrow he fliould call the atten- 
tion of the Houfe to the fubje£t of the impeachment againd 
Mr. Hadings. By the report on the table concerning the date 
of that impeachment, It appeared that the Managers would 
not be ready to proceed to a general reply in lefs than five or 
fix weeks, although in one charge they might be able to pro- 
ceed fooner. The Lords had appointed Monday next for 
that piirpofe. He had no hefitation in faying, that it would 
be utterly impoflible for him to proceed to reply on that day. 
This, he faicl, was not from any negligence of his, for with 
all the diligence and attention he was able to employ, he found 
it impoflible for him to be prepared at that period, he mult 
therefore lay in his claim for farther lime, and requeft of the 
Houfe to fend a meffage to the Lords to put off the trial to a 
future day. That was not all, for he (hould alk whether, 
under all the circumftances, the feflion being fo far advanced, 
it would not be as well that all farther proceedings upon this 
fubjeft fhould be poftponed until the next felfion, for why 
(hould the Managers now proceed to one charge, when it was 
evidently impoflible for them to proceed beyond it. He now 
gave notice, that to-morrow he fhould make a motion for a 
meflage to be fent to the Lords to that effeft, and that he (hould 
be ready in his place to make it precifely at four o’clock. 

On the reading of the order of the day upon the Farnham 
Hop bill, 

Mr. ROSE moved, that the Speaker do now leave the 
chair. This produced a 16 ng and a very warm debate, in the 
courfe of which the Attorney General faid, that this bill was 
the moft monftrous piece of oppreffion, tyranny, illegality, 
and injuftice he ever heard of ; its equal, he was fure, was not 
to be found in the annals of Parliament ; and he (hould have 
been afliamed of himfcif if he did not enter his moft folemn 
proteft againd its principle, as tending to (hake all the protec- 
tion which an individual could have to his property in a free 
(late againft the mod odious and detedable ads of tyranny* 
The Solicitor General exprefled the fame fentiments, and ob- 
ferved, that he was anxious his name (hould not appear as a 
party to this robbidry. Sir William Scott conveyed his fenfc 
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alfo againft the bill, in terms of equal warmth and reprehen- 
fion ; as did alfo Mr. Burton, who obferved, that there were 
no epithets of reproach in the Englifli language that were not 
diredlly applicable to the principle of the bill. 

Mr. ROSE, and many other gentlemen, defended the bill, 
on the grounds of neceflity and expediency. 

Sir BENJAMIN HAMMETT moved, that the Houfe do 
now adjourn. 

This produced another debate of confiderablc length, after 
which the Houfe divided. 

For the adjournment, 15 ; Agalnft it, 45. 

The Houfe then went into a Committee on the bill, and 
proceeded to the hearing of Counfel. — Adjourned. 

Thurjday^ bth June. 

Mr. GREY called the attention of the Houfe to the fubjeft 
of which be liad given notice yefterday. He obferved that if 
there was any gentleman in that Houfe connefted with Mr. 
Iiaftings— and pledged to him by any thing like an agreement ; 
if there were any gentlemen in that Houfe who were leagued 
with him to thwart all the proceedings of the impeachment 
againft him — if there were any Members in that Houfe, who 
could be lb far forgetful of the duty they owed to the Public, 
and the regard they ought to have for the dignity of the Houle, 
as well as the honour of their own charafter, as to negleA the 
duty which they owed to the Public, for the purpofe of fereen- 
ing an individual from public juftice, in a caufe in which the 
Commons of England were the profecutors ; to fuch perfons 
he could have nothing to fay. If they had loft all fenfe of their 
duty, he could not help it. He was forry to fay that he be- 
lieved there were forne in that fituation, but that there were 
many fuch he did not believe, and therefore the motion which 
he fhould have the honour to make would, he truflcd, meet 
with the general concurrence of the Houfe. He muft ob- 
ferve that, in his opinion, the Managers of the. Commons 
upon this impeachment ought not to be placed in the (ituation 
in which they ftood at-prefent, and he thought alfo that it was 
a duty they owed to themfelves/ to do every thing in their 
power to remove the odium which had been induftrioully call 
upon them in confcquence of the delay of the prefent trial ; 
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and yet they mud not, under the fear of the imputation of de- 
lay, proceed haftily, and facrifice the great duty of their fta- 
tion. If the Houfe did not fo far give them credit as to be 
convinced from general principle, and from their particular 
knowledge with regard to the difpofition, charader and con- 
duel of the Managers, that they were not dcfirous of any un- 
necelTary^ delay in the profecution of this trial ; he muft then 
be allowed to afle, wdiat poffible intcreft there could be to them 
arifing out of fuch delay r Did gentlemen think the Managers 
could derive much amufement from fuch delay ; He wilhed 
fuch gentlemen, if any fuch there were, would take upoii 
themfelves the talk of reading fome of the papers which be- 
longed to this trial, and \vhich he had been compelled to at- 
tend lo for fix hours a day, and then he believed they would 
not confider the bufmefs as a matter of amufement. He 
maintained that no advantage whatever could be derived to the 
Managers, to the profecutors, or even to Mr. Haftings, from 
proceeding at the time required upon one part of this great 
trial, unlefs Mr. Haftings wiflied that the caufe fliould be puz- 
zled and perplexed, and the evidence and arguments obfeured, 
from the length of time between the reply upon one charge 
and the final judgement upon the whole together. But upon 
the queftion of delay, he ftiould diftinftly ftate the reafons why 
it took place, by which it would appear beyond a doubt that the 
Managers had no fhare in creating it. Here Mr. Grey entered 
into the hiftory of the trial, ftating that the Managers had done 
every thing in their power to accelerate the progrefs of it, and 
that they w'ere brought into this dilemma by the Hidden clofe 
of the evidence on the part of the defence, and the (hort no- 
tice which the Lords were pleafed to give for the Managers to 
prepare a reply on the charge of Benares, and upon this he 
muft fubmit to the Houfe two confidcrations— Firft, that by 
being thus fuddenly called upon to make a reply before it was 
poffible for them to be prepared for it, the caufe on the part of 
the profecution muft be materially injured. Secondly, that on 
the part of Mr. Haftings no honourable advantage could be 
gained, becaufe final judgement could not be thereby accelerat- 
ed. Xhefe points he illuftrated by Ihewing whatconnedlion the 
charge of Benares, onvwhich the Managers were now called*, 
to reply, had with the other charges, and the impoffibility that 
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the Lords themfelves could be able to underftand the cafe, 
even if the Managers were able to reply In the prefent feffion, 
bccaufe much of the evidence was yet unprinted. It would 
therefore be injurious to the honour of Mr. Haftings, as well 
as prejudicial to the profecution, that this bufinefs fliould be 
hurried on, as propofed by their Lordfliips-^ befides, by this 
mode of proceeding, they would deprive the Managers of the 
privilege of a general reply upon the whole cafe, to which they 
w^ere certainly entitled. It was remarkable that the Lords al- 
lowed Mr. Haftings to hear all the chargesi^before he began his 
defence, under the general principle that every party (hould 
manage the mode of conducing his cafe according to his own 
judgement. What was the cafe with refpeft to the profecu- 
tion r The Lords faid that the Managers (liould reply as they 
fhould diieft, and reply alfo to evidence that they could not 
have read or feen ; and their Lordfliips were to decide upon 
evidence which they had not read, and thus to determine upon 
what they muft be unable to underftand ; for this muft be the 
cafe with refpeftto all the. papers and writings which had been 
entered as read, and, becaufe it was not printed. If it was 
neceifary for Mr. Haftings to be in poiTeftion of all the evi- 
dence on the part of the profecution, before he began his de- 
fence, was it not equally neceifary that the Managers fliould 
be in polleflion of all the evidence on the part of the defence 
before they began to reply ? He therefore fubmitted to the 
Houfe, whether the Lords could in juftice, in candour, or in 
fairnefs expeft the Managers to proceed upon their reply under 
all thefc circuinftanccs at the time appointed. But the difad- 
vantages did not ftop here ; for he readily confeffed that he was 
not, nor could he be able to proceed to the reply at the time 
appointed by the Lords, by any diligence which could beufed; 
and therefore that part of the cafe muft be defeflive until the 
next feffion, and then the defedb muft be fupplied by thofe 
who fliould follow him in the reply upon the other charges: 
fo that the final judgement would not be accelerated a Angle 
day from this hafte, but on the contrary was likely tf be re- 
tarded. So that Mr. Haftings, if it was his defire to come to 
an honourable inveftigation of "the cafe, inftead of throwing it 
into confufion, ought to wifli that the reply upon the Benares 
charge fliould not be made until the next feffion. He wiflied 
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. gentlemen to reile(n: on the latenefs of the feflion, and then fee 
what good could be produced by proceeding now upon any part 
of this trial. If he was afked how he knew that the feflion 
was near at an end, he would anfwer, he faw it by the pro- 
ceedings of the Houfe of Lords; thefe alert Lords, who now 
demanded fo much expedition upon the trial of Mr. Haftings, 
had fomc days ago found it necelfary to put off the confidcra- 
tion of a bill brought in by a noble Lord upon a principle of 
humanity, to relieve many diftreded and miferable objeds ; 
thefe very fame Lords had thought fit to put off the confidera- 
tion of that bill, on account of the latcncfsof the felHon. In 
whatever point of view this fubjeft v/as placed, he did not fee 
any good, but he faw much harm, that might refult fioLi^ the 
Managers being called upon to reply in the courfe of the pre- 
fent fellion, andmucJi of that harm might ultimately fall upon 
Mr. Haftings. He concluded with moving to the following 
effeft: 

** That a melfage be fent to the Lords to acquaint them 
that the Houfe of Commons having taken into confideration 
the ftate of the impeachment now depending againft Warren 
Haftings, Efq. together with the advanced period of the fef- 
fion, are convinced that it will not only be impoilible to obtain 
judgement on the feveral charges exhibited againft the defen- 
dant, but that they cannot, without inconvenience, complete 
the reply under one of the feparate heads thereof, in the pre- 
fent feflion ; and that by a reply the charges fhoulJ not be 
, broken, the wdiole of w-hich the Lords have considered as one 
Caufe, and that therefore the Commons defire the Lords to 
poftpone the proceeding to the next felnon of Parliament, 
when the Commons will he ready and delirous to attend from 
day to day, if they think fit, to make good their charges.*’ 

Mr. V/IGLEY oppofed the motion, as tending to create 
delay. 

Mr. LAW oppofed it and obferved that the delay of 
this trial w’as a great vexation to the defendant. The caufe had 
lafted fix years ; he knew that in thefe years only 120 days had 
been allowed. He did jjot fay that any party was to be accufed 
particularly of delay, each fhould take his (hare, but he thought 
tliat no more ftiould take place if the Houfe had tbe power to 
pavciit it ; he favv a good rcafon for proceeding this feflion as 
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far as the Managers could; perhaps it would accelerate thede^ 
cifion a quarter of a year, and that was a great confideration to 
Mr. Hadings, in his prefent (ituation. He faid he had been 
in India for a conliderable time, but he claimed the right o£ 
judging impartially upon this fubjed, as well as thofe who af* 
fefted to regard all perfons in his fituation as in foine degree 
tainted by prcjudice'upon the trial of an India Governor.— 
He* faid he had no particular acquaintance with Mr. Haftings^ 
nor any extraordinary friendfhip for him ; that he had blamed 
fome part of his conduft ; but, generally fpeaking, he believed 
Mr. Haftings to be of an honeft and honourable difpoGtion. 
The delay of his trial he was fure was fuch as the people of 
this country were generally difpleafed with, and was contrary 
to the principles of our Conftitution ; he fliould not fay where 
all the blame was, it appeared to him however that fome of it 
attached to the Houfe for making the charges too long, and 
palling fome without reading them. » 

Mr. FRANCIS in anfvver to the honourable gentlemani 
obferved that he had in computing time upon a comparative 
view of fafts upon this trial, not done his own argument jus- 
tice ; for if it was probable that the reply of the Managers 
Ihould take up only four or five days in this felEon, that would 
be equal to a whole year of the impeachment, inftead of a 
quarter. With regard to the opinion the honourable gentle^^ 
man had expreifed of Mr. Haftings, Mr. Francis faid, that a 
conversation he had had with that honourable gentleman, (the 
day and hour he could refer to if neceil'ary} made a di|ferent 
imprellion upon him. As to the charges being palTed without 
being read, he Ihould only obferve, that the honourable gentle- 
man could not be a very high authority upon that fubjefl:, 
becaufe at the time they were palled, he was not a Member of 
that Houfe. . 

Mr. CAWTHONRE oppofed the motion, as a meafure 
of unneceifary delay ; he thought that the honourable gentle- 
man who made it w^ould be well prepared at the day appointed 
for the reply ; and he was happy to fee that honourable gentle- 
man’s abilities improving every day. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he thought that the Houfe had^ heard 
from the honourable gentleman w^ho had juft fat down, the beft 
jeafon they could have for poftponing the time for his honour^ 
Vox. XXXV. 4 D 
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able friend’s reply — ^that his abilities were in a ftate of improve- 
ment from day to day ; this was an admirable reafon for a 
little delay upon this burmefs ; becaufe if that was true, he 
would be able to proceed with immenfe advantages to thecaufe 
at the beginning of the next feflion. But if the trial went on 
at all in the prefent feflion, the Managers would be compelled 
to proceed without means for argument, and the Lords mull 
determine without knowledge ; the one party proceeding with- , 
out knowing any thing of the. evidence againft the charge 
which they were to fupport, and the other deciding upon the 
evidence they had not heard, and arguments w^hich they could 
not in that cafe underlland. Mr. Sheridan argued with great 
force in favour of the motion, and maintained it to be impof- 
fiblc to do jufticc to the caufe by coming to a reply in the pre- 
lent leilion. He maintained aifo that there was not the fmallell 
colour for charging the Managers with delay, and concluded 
with obferving, that he verily believed, tliat proceeding to a 
reply as the Lords propofed upon the prefent occafion, v/ould 
not be the caufc of haflening the conctuiion of the trial a fingle 
hour- 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS fupported the motion, and main- 
tained the neceflity of that Houfe giving all the aflifbnce in its 
power to its Managers. He faw not the lead injulVice or hard- 
Ihip which the defendant would fuftain, by the carrying of this 
motion ; if he did, lie would be one of the laft to alliint to it. 
Was it fuppofed by any body, that final judgement would be 
delayed in the caufe by it ? On the contrary, he was fatisfied 
that this motion would be fo far from protracling the trial, that 
in the end it would Ihorten it. If the Managers proceeded to 
reply in the prefent feflion, as propofed by the Lords, he was 
clearly of opinion it would be neither more nor kfs than waft- 
ing fo many days as they ftiould be employed for the prefent 
leftion- He maintained, that as to delay, the Managers were 
not chargeable wkh it, nor was that Houie chargeable ; he liad 
no difficulty in faying where the delay came from ; he cared 
not who heard it ; he ftated the delay diftin£Uy to have been 
with the Houfe of Lords ; tjtey met at too late an hour in the 
day ; adjourned for too long a period ; had been too fcrupulous 
about the attendance of the Judges from tim^ to time, when in 
point of fa£l they had no occafion for the afliftance of the 
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Judges ; thus they loft every year all the time of the affizes.— ► 
^What reafon could there be for this ? Had their Lordfhips not 
legal ability enough within the walls of their own chambers? 
Had they not Lord Thiirlow — the then Chief Juftice of the' 
Common Pleas — Lord Bathurft — and a noble Earl (Stanhope) 
who had undertaken to leach the law Lords law in the Houle 
of Peers ? To be ferious, he thought their Lordlhips might 
have decided many queftions upon evidence and other points, 
lyithout the afliftance of the Judges \ and by adjourning to their 
own chamber upon all ihefe points, the parade of the thing 
wafted the time that ought to have been employed in tranfaft- 
ing the real bufinefs the trial. He was convinced, that had 
they attended in the morning, and taken fix hours each day of 
fitting, the trial would have been over in the firft feffion, or 
early in the beginning of the fecond for fix hours in one day 
was better than three fittings of three hours each, on account 
of the hurtle and parade of the proceflion. He thought it his 
duty to fay this, in order that there (hould not be a falfe im- 
prertion made upon the Public; let the imputation of delay reft 
where it ought to be, with the Lords, and no where elfe that 
lie knew ; for he had no idea, as one of the Members of that 
Houfc, to take blame where he did not deferve it ; in all views 
be found himfelf bound to fupport this motion. 

Mr. RYDER faid, that if a delay till Wednefday next had 
only been alkcd, he might portibly have acquiefeed in it, though 
he was much averfe to any delay ; but he found it impoflible for 
him to accede to the prefent motion for a delay till next feffion, 
particularly as he could not agree in one of the reafons given 
in the motion for that delay. He agreed in opinion with the 
right honourable gentleman (Mr. Dundas) that much of the de- 
lay w^as imputable to the Houfe of Lords ; but this made him 
the more averfe to the leaft appearance of delay on the part of 
that Houfe ; whether the bufinefs would be much forwarded 
by the Houfe difagre^ing to the prefent motion, it was, .at the 
fame time, impolliblefor him to tell. 

Sir JOHN TREVELYAN faid, he had never fpoke to 
Mt* Haftings in his life ; but he would not allow himfelf to be 
prevented, by the general threat which had been thrown out 
by the honourable gentleman who made the motion, from del- 
ing what he thought right, and giving it his negative : from 
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tHc fame principle of duty he had voted againft the impeach- 
ment. 

Mr. GREY explained ; after which the Houfe divided ; 

Ayes, for the motion, 61 ; Noes, 66. 

Mr. BURKE then faid, that after the extraordinary pro- 
ceedings of the Houfe, as it appeared to him, he thought him- 
fclf bound to give notice, that to-morrow he fliould bring for- 
ward a motion, which appeared to him to be neceflary for the 
juftice and honour of that Houfe. Adjourned. 

Friday^ ^tb June. 

Mr. GREY rofc to call the attention of the Houfe to a fub- 
jcdl, which he owned appeared to him of confiderable im- 
portance, and with regard to which he thought it would be im- 
pofEble for him to a£l without the advice and direftion of that 
Houfe. The very great and important duty which devolved 
upon the Managers of the Impeachment againft Mr. Haftings, 
had become infinitely more difficult than ever it had been before, 
fince the vote of that Houfe laft night. If he had a£lcd ac- 
cording to his own feelings upon that occafion, he fhould have 
folicited the Houfe to withdraw his name from the lift of the 
Managers for conducing that impeachment. The Houfe had 
certainly a right to impofe upon them what tafle they pleafed ; 
but in the vote he had alluded to, he w’as placed in a iituation 
in which he could not perform what might be faid to be his 
duty, in a manner that would be of advantage to the Public. 
If the Houfe were pleafed to impofe a talk upon their Mana- 
gers, it fhould follow, as a neceflary confequence, that the 
Houfe fhould fupport them in the execution of that duty. If 
the Houfe thought, that, from the conduft of the Managers 
upon this impeachment, it had been brought into fuch a fitu- 
ation, that it could be no longer carried on with honour to that 
Houfe, it would become the Houfe at once to fay fo, and to 
put an end to it by an immediate vote, and then proceed to cen- 
fiire the Managers for their conduct. If circumftanccs had 
arifen that induced the Houfe to be of opinion that the conduft 
of the Managers had been in any degree improper, it fhould in 
a manly manner declare that to he the cafe ; at any rate it 
could not be proper for the Houfe to fend their Managers to 
the bar of the Lord$ to conduft a difficult and important buii*^ 
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nefs, which the Houfe, in fai£l, wifhcd to get rid of, not by 
a vote, but by an indired mode of thwarting them in fome 
points, and abandoning them in others. This was what he 
wiftied not to be the cafe ; and he felt it heavy upon him from 
the recent proceedings of the Houfe. Upon thcfe grounds, 
he fliould have felt himfelf warranted to fay, that the duty, as 
it now ftood, was fuch as he was not able to perform, and 
therefore he fliould pray of the Houfe to difmifs him from a 
fituation in which he could not aft with propriety; iindoubt* 
edly that would be his wifli, and he fliould retire from the 
bufinefs, if the Houfe were pleafcd to fignify their confent to 
it. At the fame time, it would be with regret that he fliould 
leave thofe with whom he had engaged in this great and im- 
portant trial : he muft confefs, it would be a fubjeft of very 
deep regret to leave them at all, but much more at the prefent 
moment, and in the prefent fituation. However, he could 
not help it, and he muft confider what he owed to himfelf on 
the prefent occafion ; and feeling himfelf unable to appear at 
the bar of the Lords to proceed upon the trial on the day ap- 
pointed, as a Manager of the Commons of Great Britain, to 
reply upon the charge now before their Lordfliips for deter- 
mination, he muft defire the Houfe to difmifs him, or to give 
him fuch direftions for his conduft, by which he might be 
enabled to proceed in the difeharge of a talk to which he was 
not at prefent competent. 

Mr. BUKKE faid, he wiflied fome gentlemen to exprefs 
their fentiments upon this fubjeft, by which the Managers 
might be guided, and in order to allow' therrf fome time for 
taking thefenfe of the Houfe upon it. He obferved in the 
ftile of this proceeding, on the part of the defendant, a great 
deal w as urged on the ground of compaflion to the accufed. 
This was certainly an unufual mode of conduft ing a criminal 
charge, and on the part of thofe who yet pretended to favour 
the profecution, a very prevaricating ftile for the Houfe of 
Commons to adopt ; it arofe from a flirafy, prevaricating, 
petty, peevifli morality, that was incompatible with the dig- 
nity of public juftice. It w'^as a bafe and fcandalous lan- 
guage, that fliould be difdained by that Houfe', when in the 
cxercife of its accufatorial funftion. The fubje^l of this 
trial had been attempted to be converted into a fubjeft: qf 
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mirth, as well as made the theme of compaflion for the ac- 
cufed. Thefe things were improper and inconfiftent. There 
never was any thing fo dull as infipid mirth, nor any thing 
fo immoral as perverted morality. We heard complaint and 
appeals to compallion on the part of a man who faid he dread- 
ed he Ihould be a beggar, and who had been in Iiidia fourteen 
^ years, enjoying in falaries and emoluments the fum of forty 
thoufand pounds a year. We heard thefe things without hor- 
ror and aftonilhment. We heard a man appeal to compaf- 
fion for fear of his being reduced to beggary, when be him- 
felf had caufed two unfortunate women to be robbed of one 
million of money 

Mr. ROLLE called to order ; he faid he had taken a part 
againft this profecutlon upon a former occafion, and he would 
do fo now ; he did not fee that the right honourable genileman 
was in order ; there was no qiicftion before the Houfe. 

The SPEAKER faid, that the fubjeit now before the 
Houfe was fuch as would not, in his opinion, admit of any 
lofs of time. The honourable Manager, in his application 
to the Houfe, intreated their dirc£lions as to the Hep he was 
to take upon the fubjedl of the impeachment againft Mr. 
Haftings. The Houfe of Peers had already adjourned over 
to to-morrow, and therefore could have no power to proceed 
upon any thing on that day. What proceeding they could 
inftitute, the Houfe w'ould be under the neceftity of immedi- 
ately deciding, in order to direcl the honourable Manager. 
A meffage might be fent to the Lords, perhaps to defer the 
farther proceeding on the trial for a day or two, as the cafe 
was urgent. It was poftible that the Lords might then be 
fitting. A motion might be made immediately in that Houfe, 
and a melfagc might be fent to the Lords, wdiile they were 
fitting, to delirc they would continue to fit for a (hort lime, 
in order to receive a melfage from that Houfe. It was not an 
unufual thing, in the cafe of an impeachment, to require the 
Lords to fit for fometime longer. Under thefe circumftances, 
lie begged the right honourable gentleman (Mr, Burke) to 
abftain from any obfervations upon the general qiiellion at. the 
prefent moment. If it was the pleafure of the Houfe to fend 
the meflagehe fuggefled to the Lords, the Houfe might then 
^have time to determine upon another melfage to the Lords 
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and it would then'*be to be determined whether they (hould 
require that the trial (hould be put off to a future day. If 
the Lords (hould be adjourned, it would then be for the 
Houfe to confider whether they could dirc£l their Managers 
to proceed on the day appointed, and then intreat the Lofxis 
at the bar to put off the trial to a future day ; and afterw^ards 
to fend a melTage to the Lords to induce them to put off the 
trial (till farther. This appeared to him to be the regular 
mode of proceeding in that Houfe ; but he muft obferve that 
the fubjeft w'as fiich as to require an immediate determi- 
nation. 

Mr. BURKE, after a few words, acquiefeed in the re- 
commendation from the Chair. 

It was then whifpered that the Lords were adjourned. 

The SPEAKER faid, that although the Lords had ad- 
journed to-day, they would be in their own chamber in the 
morning before they came to Weftminfter-Hall, and a mef- 
fage might be delivered to them then, and the melTage might 
be agreed upon this evening, and might be carried to the 
Lords, although the Commons (liould not be fitting at that 
time. 

Mr. Secretary DUN DAS faid, that he (Iiould not feel 
himfelf encouraged to expeft, that any fuggeftion from him 
would induce the mind of the Houfe to differ from the opi- 
nion they had expreflTed yefterday, as to the poftponingof this 
trial, if there were not (trong grounds indeed for that change. 

It was not competent for him now to move ppecifely the 
fame motion as the Houfe had ye(krday negatived ; perhaps 
on a future day he (hould move fomething to the fame eiFe6I, 
when he had made himfelf maftcr of tlie points of form to be 
obferved in fuch a cafe. But he (hould now make another 
experiment, and move that a meflTage be fent to the Lords, 
to requeft farther time. He then intreated the Houfe to rc- 
fledl on all the obfervations which had been made, and £b 
forcibly urged by the honourable Manager who firft called 
the attention of the Houfe to the fubjeft of this evening’s de- 
bate. He concurred with •that honourable gentleman in 
every fentence he had uttered upon that fubje£t> and having 
urged the necelTity of the delay, he moved^ 
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That a mcflage be fent to the Lords to acquaint their 
Lordfhips, that the Managers appointed by that Houfe to 
condu£t the impeachment againft Warren Hadings, Efq. 
vrill not be able to proceed on Monday next upon that trial; 
and therefore that the Commons defire, that tl^cir Lordlhips 
will appoint another day for that purpofe/' 

The SPEAKER obferved, that if this melTage was agreed 
to, and carried np to the Lords on Monday morning, be- 
fore their Lordihips proceeded to Weftminfter-Hall, that* 
Houfe (hould be in a date to receive the anfwer ; it would 
therefore be necedary, that forty Members Ihould be in the 
Houfe early for that purpofe. 

Sir JOHN INGLEBY moved the danding order of the 
Houfe that drangers Ihould withdraw. Strangers withdrew 
accordingly. 

After a debate of confiderable length, the Houfe divided 
on Mr. Dundas’s motion. 

Ayes, 82 ; Noes, 46. Majority for the motion, 36. 

The order of the day being read on the Farnham Hop 
bill, 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL oppofed the going into 
the adjourned Committee on this bill, which, he faid, ap- 
peared to him to be the mod violent mcafurc, that had ever 
been attempted to be carried through Parliament. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL conceived himfclf called 
ujpon, in the dronged manner, by a regard to public duty, 
to give his mod decided oppofition to a bill which militated 
againd every principle, on which reded the facred and invi- 
olable fecurity of private property. 

Mr. BEARCROFT reprobated the principle of the bill 
in terms no Icfs drong. He could confider it, he faid, in no 
other view, than as a modunjud and unconditutional attempt 
to rob a private individual, by ad of Parliament,’ to commit 
a robbery by legiflative authority. 

Lord GEORGE CAVENDISH was of a different opi- 
nion ; in the prefent indance, it appeared to him, that a grofs 
ad of oppreflSon had been attampied by an individual, and 
he thoindit it extremely j)roper that Parliament H^ould inter- 
fere to prevent iu 
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Sir WILLIAM SCOTT begged Ipave to afk the noble 
Lord, whether he meant to ftate that an individual was guilty 
of opprelEon in ufing his property iii the manner in which 
the laws of his country authorifed him to ufe it, and in de« 
riving from it fuch emolument as he was legally entitled to ? 
He argued ably againft the bill, and faid he felt himfelf called 
upon to give it his moft decided oppofition in every ftage o£ 
its progrefs. 

Sir WILLIAM DOLBEN confefled himfelf pcrfeaiy 
aftonilhed, that after the opinions which had been delivered 
with refpeft to the principle of the prefent bill, by all the 
law authority in that Houfe, that the honourable gentleman 
below him (Mr. Rofe) (hould pertinacioufly perfift in carry- 
ing it through the Houfe. 

Mr. ROSE got up, and, with much warmth, expreifed hie 
furprife that the honourable Baronet, or any other gentleman^ 
(hould dare to impute pertinacity to him, while he was only 
following out a meafure which a majority of the Houfe had 
repeatedly fandioned by their approbation. He declared 
himfelf as independent as any man in that Houle, and faid he 
could not feel very comfortable under fuch an imputation* 
The bill appeared to him both juft and neceflary ; unqueftion- 
ably, therefore, he would perfevere to the end in . giving it 
pvery fupport in his power. » 

Sir WILLIAM DOLBEN, in explanation, faid, that 
his admiration of a man fropojiti ienacem, could only extent) 
to that man whofe propojtium was jujium, 

Mr. Cawthorne, Mr. Stanley, Mr. Gilbert, and Lord 
William Ruffell, fpoke in favour of the bill ; and Mr. Burton^ 
^r. Eftwick, and Mr. Wigley, againft it. 

The Houfe divided ; 

Ayes, for going into the Committee 38 
Noes, - - - - 19 

The Houfe refolved into a Committee ; and on a; motion 
{hat Counfel be called in, the Committee divided ; 

• Ayes, 44; Noes, 4. 

Counfel were called in, and heard upon the bill. 

The Houfe adjourned. 
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Monday f loth June. 

. A mcflagc from the Lords informed the Houfe that their 
LordQiips had agreed to the bill for the regulation of the trade 
and Government of India, and that they would proceed far- 
ther in the trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. on the firft Tuef- 
day in the next fcfllon of Parliament. 

Mr. BURCH obferved, that there had been a nimoiir, 
that fomc companies of militia had been embodied, but that 
there were no arms for them ; he wifhed to know the rcafon 
for it j he hoped there were arms enough for them at the 
Tower. He therefore moved, that a lift of the nccclTary 
arms now in the Tower be laid upon the tabic of this Houfe. 

Mr. COURTENAY obferved, that it had always been 
underllood there was a {land of arms to the amount of one 
hundred thoiifand kept in tl\c Tower fubjecl to the immediate 
orders of Jlis Majefly wdien ncceflity called for them. 

Mr. ROSE hoped the honourable gentleman would not 
prefs this motion at this time. 

The motion was then withdrawn, under an underllanding 
it was to be renewed on WcJncfday. 

Mr. COURTENAY then took notice of the fubjeft 
wliich had juft been opened. He faid, that if tlicrc was a 
fcarclty of arms, it was neceffary it fhoiild be known when 
that fcarcity arofe. He wiihcd it to be publicly knowui 
what was the ftate of arms in the Tower when a noble Mar- 
quis (Townfheridj left it; he ihlt a great defire to do juftice 
to the character of that noble Marquis. Here Mr. Courte- 
nay fpokein the moft handfome terms of this nobleman, and. 
concluded with moving, 

'Fhat thcie be laid before tliis Houfe the return of the 
number of fmall arms and army {lores that were at the 
Tower on the ift of January 1781.** 

Mr. ROSE wifhed this motion alfo to be poflponcd, and 
that if the fubjedl muft be difeufled, that the two motions 
fhould be made on the fame day. 

Mr. COURTENAY faid, he faw no reafon for any delay 
upon this occafion. Whether Minifters were willing or 
not to Jet the Public fee a 'i^atement of the arms now in the 
Tower, there was ijo ttafun why the account fliould not bt 
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laid before the Public of the ftate of them at the rime the 
noble Marquis was at the head of the ordnance. 

Mr. TAYLOR fupported the motion. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL oppofed it. on the 
ground that no reafon had been given for its being agreed to. 

Mr. FRANCIS fald, he had nothing in view, but one, 
which was to afeertain the truth upon this fubjeft; and the 
ground he went upon was, that there had been a rumour 
that militia had been called out ; and that there were no arms 
to put into their hands. The motion now before the Houfc 
he underftood to be only a prelude to another inquiry, 
which he underftood to be commenced. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he thought tliere were flrong 
grounds for inquiry. It had been ftated by an honourable 
Member, that fcvcral parties of militia had applied for arms 
that they were not provided vyith ; and that there were not 
rufficient arms to be had for them at the Tower. He did 
not think that this motion w^as of any great importance, un- 
lefs the other was revived. He had heard there was only a 
Hand for between two and three thoufand ipen ; if fo, (but 
he did not pretend to know) there had been great negligence 
fomevvhere, particularly at a time when there had been cre- 
ated fo ferious an alarm about an internal infuric£lion in 
this country ; but that there had been no real occafion for 
more arms, was a proof of what he always thought, and 
often faid, wanted no proof, that the whole of the cry of 
alarm was without foundation. He had no objeftion to this 
motion being put off to a future day, but he thought the 
other motion ought to be made alfo. 

Sir WATKIN LEWES oppofed the motion. 

Mr. ROSE faid, he really had no knowledge whatever 
upon the fubjefl ; this was the firft: time he heard of it, but 
he could not conceive that any advantage could be 'derived 
from bringing it forward at the prefent moment. 

,Mr. BURCH faid a few words, and feemed to think his 
motion ought not to be perfifted in, after what he had heard 
upon the fubjeft. 

Mr. COURTENAY replied. 

The Houfe divided ; 
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For the motion^ 10 ; Againil it| 30. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Tuefday^ iith June. 

On motion that the report of the Scotch Coal bill be now 
received, Counfel was called in and heard for the petitioner^ 
Sir John Henderfon, againft the bill. Counfel having with* 
drawn, 

Mr, Secretary DUNDAS faid a few words in anfwer to, 
the objeflions of the learned gentleman, and in fuppori of 
the principle and provifions of the bill. 

Mr. Alderman ANDERSON faid a few words, and al- 
luded to the hardfliips under which the citizens of London 
(whom he praifcd for the chearfulnefs with which they paid 
taxes) laboured on account of the heavy duty they paid for 
coals, being 8s. 4d. per chaldron, and more than any other 
body of men paid for that article : he hoped that when thefc 
citizens came to apply for relief in that refpeft, the proceed- 
ings of this day would be remembered. 

The report was then received, read, agreed to, and the 
bill was ordered to be read a third time to-morrow, if then 
ingroffed. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE moved, That the Houfe do 
now rcfolve itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe, to 
confider farther of the bill to prevent the fupply of foreign 
iflands with flaves. This, he faid, was merely to ftrike out 
fome claufes of the bill which vrere unncceffary, and not to 
add any thing, or to change the principle of the bill in the 
Icaft refpeft. 

This motion was oppofed by Lord SHEFFIELD and Mr. 
ESTWICK, upon a point of order ; they maintained that 
notice ought to have been given of this motion. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE gave notice, that he fliould move 
to-morrow for the Houfe to refolve itfelf into this Commit- 
tee. He then withdrew the prefent motion. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Wednejday^ 1 2 th June. 

. 

Mr* ROSE infornied the Houfe^ that on account of the 
^e period of theprefent feifion, he fliould defer to the next 
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the farther proceedings on the Farnham Hop bill ; he juftified 
the fteps he had taken in this bufinefs, as bein^ founded on 
the neceffity of the cafe, and obferved, that as to the remedy 
to be applied to the grievance complained of, he did not know 
precifely what the Houfe would think expedient to do ; per- 
haps a general regulation might take place ; for it was a clear 
cafe, that taking the tythe of hops in kind, would occadoii 
the total deftniftion of the article ; foinething, thcreforei^ 
iTiuft be done in the next feflion of Parliament upon that fub- 
jeft. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE moved the order of the day, for 
the Houfe to refolve itfclf into a Committee of the whole 
Houfe, on the bill to prevent the fupply of foreigners with 
flaves ; which being read, 

Mr.. CAWTHORNE oppofed it, as did alfo Mr. EST- 
WICK. 

A fliort debate took place. The Houfe divided j 
For the motion, 29; Againftit, 31. 

The bill was therefore loft. 

Mr. FOX gave notice, that on Monday he fhould call the 
attention of the Houfe to the prefent war, and for an inquiry 
into the reafon for its continuance on our part, after the ob- 
jeft for which we entered into it was obtained, 

Mr. WHITBREAD called the attention of the Houfe to 
a paper, called The World, dated the 27th of May, con- 
taining a fcandalous refleftion on the Managers appointed by 
that Houfe to conduit the impeachment againft Mr. Haftings. 
It was there ftated, that a right reverend Prelate (the Arch- 
biftiop of York) did fay, that it was impoffible for him to fit 
filcnt, to liftento the illiberal conduit of the Managers ; that 
they examined a witnefs as if he w^as not a witnefs, but a 
pickpocket ; and that if Marat or Roberfpierre were there, ‘ 
they could not conduft the impeachment in a more fcanda- 
lous manner, &c. This, Mr. Whitbread faid, was highly 
indecorous, and an infult not only on the Managers, but alfo 
on the Houfe of Commons itfelf ; and they could not expeit 
the Houfe to think highly of them, if they did not vindicate 
their own dignity, and take fucfi fteps as might lead to punilh 
the propagator^ of fuch fcandalous calumny. He «could have 
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wiflied'tohavc confined his motion to the perfon who uttered 
the words ; but he found that to be impoilible, and that he 
'muft move for the profecution of the printer of the paper in 
which they were reported. Indeed the printer had thought 
fit to make' comments on thefe words, and thefe comments 
were fuch as tended to juftify the language. Here Mr. 
Whitbread read the comments, and obferved, that that Houfc 
ought to take the matter up ferioufly, both with regard to the 
printer and the right reverend Prelate ; the one for the coih- 
ments, and the other for uttering the words. That the 
Archbifiiop had made ufe of very fcandalous exprefiions, he 
could prove ; for he had been at the pains of procuring a 
tranfeript from the Short-hand writer’s notes taken at the 
trial. They ftated, that after the examination, by Mr. Burke, 
of a witnefs on the 25th of May, the Archbifiiop faid, “ Upon 
my word, my Lords, this proceeding is intolerable j the 
gentleman at your bar is treated like a pickpocket ; and if 
Marat or Roberfpierre were in the box, they could not con- 
duit themfclves in a more improper manner than I have of- 
ten witneffed in the courfc of this trial.” This was the fub- 
ftance of what the right reverend Prelate faid. Mr. Whit- 
bread then expatiated on. the impropriety and indecency of 
thefe expreflions, and called upon the Houfc to fupport the 
Managers and their own dignity^ The mode which he fliould 
propofe appeared to him to be the only one which the Houfe 
ought to' adopt upon this occafioii. It was, to addrefs His 
Majefty, praying that he might direil the Attorney General 
to prdfecute the printer of this paper, and then to inftitute 
an inquiry, in form, whether the words alluded to had been 
uttered, when, where, and by whom. 

The SPEAKER fuggefted to the Houfe the propriety of 
following precedent upon this occafion, and referred to the 
journals of the date of the i6th of June, 1789, where a pro- 
fecution had been inftituted againft the printer of the World, 

for fcandalous reflexions upon the Houfe of Commons, ^ 

Thefe journals being read, and the paper now in queftion 
delivered, in and read, 

Mr. WHITBREAD mmfed, " That the paragraph now 
jcad QQOlains refleXions of a very grofs and fcandalous na- 
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ture, is a libel on the Managers appointed by this Houle 
to condu£t the impeachment now depending againft Warren 
Haftings, Efq.” 

Mr. FRANIpIS faid, he rofe to fecond the motions and fup- 
port it by a Angle obfervation, fiiggefted, perhaps, by refent- 
ment for the wounded honour of the Houfe, and of a particular 
friend, but leading, as he thought, to reflexions materially 
conneXed with the prefent fubjeX. Ever fince I have been 
concerned in the tranfaXion of public aflTairs, or indeed of any 
6th8r, it has been my endeavour and praXice, taught me, per- 
haps, by inftruXiop, and certainly confirmed by habit, to turn 
every thing I read, or hear, or fee, or obferve in the tranfac- 
tions of life, whether it pafTes before me, or whether I find it 
recorded in hiftory, feme way or other to my own account, 
that is, to the improvement of my judgemen<^, or to the direc- 
tion of my conduX. But I do moll folemnly declare, tliat, 
fince I have had any knowledge of hiftory, or any acquaintance 
with human affairs, I never yet received fuch a prudential lef- 
fon, as that which it conveyed to me, and to all men, through 
the medium of my right honourable friend, by the faX which 
is now brought before you. It is not my intention to enter into 
the praife or blame of any thing that has been faid or done by 
my right honourable friend, much lefs to infift upon the emi- 
nence of his abilities, the extent of his knowledge, or the per-' 
fevering application of bis faculties, to every fubjeX that en- 
gages his attention. The extraordinary endowments of his 
mind are too well known to require or admit of illuftration, by 
any thing I could fay of him. But there is one part of his per- 
fonal charaXer, which I muft take notice of, becaufe it im- 
mediately concerns my prefent purpofe. It is the well-known 
charaXer of my right honourable friend, that, in whatever he 
undertakes or docs, he does nothing by halves, but everything 
with force and vehemence, and even in matters of lefs import- 
ance, as the Italians call it, con amorc. He may be right or he 
may be wrong ; but he is always in carneft. ^uod cunque vult ’ 
valdo vult* There is nothing like double dealing, or hypocrify, 
or prevarication in his chara61er. Whenever he takes part, he 
goes the full length of his opinion. You know the worft or 
the beft of him. On one particular fubjeX, weiill remember 
with what zeal and ardour he declared himfclf. 'Never, never 
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fmce ranks and gradations have exifted in fociety, has there ap* 
pcared in the world an advocate (b able, a chsunpion fo deter* 
mined, in the caufc of the upper orders in our conftitution, as 
ipy right honourable friend. He is a powerful advocate where- 
cver he takes part. If ever there was a ufeful and ardent de- 
fender of Nobility, of Prelacy, of Hierarchy, it is he. Now 
'mark the return he receives. I am not alluding to a common 
or cafual inftance of vulgar ingratitude, but to the particular 
Ipecies and charadler of the ingratitude he has met with, and 
from what quarter it comes. A moft reverend Prelate, a pious 
Archbifhop, a Judge in the Seat of Judgement, a Spiritual 
Lord of Parliament, in the face of Europe and of the world, 
compares my right honourable friend to two of the moft aban* 
doned and defperate rufHans, in his Grace’s eftimation at leaft, 
that ever difgraced the caufe of democracy — to Marat and Ro^ 
lerjpierre \ and declares, that my right honourable friend is 
not a bit better than either of them. — Sir, he was a wife man 
who faid, Put not your trufi in Princes* But, after this afto* 
niftiing example, I think that man muft be infatuated, mull 
be a fool indeed, who (hall hereafter put his truft in Bilhops. 

Mr. Secretary [DUNDAS faid, that when men, fuppofed 
to be under the guidance of reafon and judgement in an emi- 
nent degree, yielded to the heat of their paflions, and faid im- 
proper things, it only proved that they had the frailties of 
other men, and ought to acknowledge it. Having faid this, 
he confefled that when he came to the circiimftanccs of the 
prefent cafe, difficulties occurred to him as to the manner in 
which the Houfe Ihould or could proceed. He had no hefita-* 
tion in faying, that the Managers of the impeachment ought 
to have the proteftion of the Houfe ; and he was glad to learn, 
that the right honourable Manager (Mr. Burke), who was in 
the box when thefe unhandfome expreffions were uttered, bad 
behaved with fuch moderation as he did ; his condu 6 t was very 
noble : he had put on it, as it were, a deafnefs upon the occa- 
fion, which formed an admirable contrail with the intempe- 
rance of the other party. But although this was his opinion, 
yet he did not know how the Houfe could, confiftently. with 
its dignity^ proceed : they had no authentic mode by which 
they could make it appear upon their records that the words 
were utteredi This complaint Ihould hav 6 been made in^ 
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ftantly, if at Suppofing ^hat Houfe IJboMld to 

the other of thefe words ' being fpoken by the right revererp 
Prelate upon the trial, the Court before which the trial w^$ 
depending bad adjourned for fevcral months ; and therefore 
proceeding of any kind at this time could be had from th^t 
Court. With regard to the paper upon the table, the Houfe 
might direct a profecution againft the Printcfr ; and thcfn were 
they Ture the Jury would convift ? If they fliould acquit the 
pnfoner, the dignity of the Houfe was fo far leflened, becaufe 
it would appear that they were more jealous of their honour 
than a Jury of the country thought they ought to be. This 
had happened before, and no friend to that Houfe would wi(h 
to fee it again. However, he went no farther than to doubt 
upon the fubje^l, and if any honourable Member fhould point 
out how the Houfe could regularly proceed to a fafe point in 
vindication of its honour and fupport of its Managers, he 
Oiould be ready to withdraw all his obje£{ions. But he con* 
fefled, as the whole cafe appeared to him, the heft thing the 
Houfe could do at prefent was to take no farther notice, and 
therefore he fhould move that the Houfe fhould adjourn* 
Perhaps the prefent difcuffion might have a good effeA: ha 
dared fay the right reverend Prelate now heartily wifhed he 
had never uttered the words in queftion, and the right, honour- 
able Managcr^ained fatisfaSion for the infult by contempla- 
ting on the advantage he had over his adverfary in the great 
contraft of their behaviour. He then moved, That this 
Houfe do now adjourn.*’ 

Mr. WINDHAM faid, he felt as ftrongly as any inan the 
extreme outrage that was committed by fpeaking the words al- 
luded to, but he felt a doubt in his own mind whether the pur- 
pofe to be wifhed would be gained by the prefent meafure. 
He concurred in trufiing that the bfienfive words uttered had 
been followed up by a proper reflexion in the mind of the . 
ipeaker. He agreed alfo that the contraft between the interfer 
rcncejof the Archbifhpp, and the calm, manly dignity of the 
sight honoprahle Manager, was highly to the advantage of the 
latter, paiticularly when it was confidered by whom the wo^ds 
were uttered, to wbom they w^re addreifed, and the dignifi^ 
n^ode in which they were received. Taken aho||;ether> ^e 
inatterinuft be a .Ibusce Cff iatisfiuftion to the.feelipgs of 
^ •Voa. XXXV. 4N. 
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right honourable gentleman ; and, upon that vie^ of the fata* 
he felt no difficulty in acquiefcing in the motion for ad- 
jpurnment. With refpeft to the printer, hq was of opinion^ 
that the comments contained in the paper alluded to were as 
fcandalous as need be ; but then the printer flood in a fituation 
.which, although it did not lellen his criminality, yet made ft 
perhaps unadyifeable to purfue him, for he was much lefs^cri- 
minal than the perfon who uttered the expreffions ; and it 
would appear aukward before the Public, that the Houle of 
Commons (hould profecute the leiTcr offender, at a time when 
they were compelled to fuifer the greater to remain unmolell- 
ed: it would look like punifhing an acceffary, and forgiving 
the principal. Thefe appeared to him to be difficulties, but 
they were not points upon which he had entirely made up his 
mind $ they appeared to him to furnifh an apology for an ad* 
journment. However, he felt fo ftrongly the neceflity of fup- 
porting the Managers upon this occafion, that if the honour-, 
able gentleman who made the firfl motion fhould think fit to 
pcrfift in It, he fhould vote with him, though he could wifh for 
an adjournment. 

Mr. BURKE alTured the Houfe, that the motion of the ho- 
nourable gentleman who brought this bulinefs forward was 
concerted without the fmallefl application to him. He then 
adverted to the mifchief of the words in queftion, and^ of the 
snifchievous tendency of paragraphs, which had appeared from 
time to time upon the proceedings of the impeachment ever 
fince it was commenced. He was fure the Houfe would at 
laft be compelled to deal with a heavy hand with refpefl to the 
authors, primers, and publifhers of thefe fcandalous libels upon 
the Managers, and all who were concerned in that profecu- 
tjon. Some time or other he was fure it mull be fo. With 
segard to the original motion, he could not agree to it ; for he 
ihould never agree to fending iota the Court of King's Bench 
the trial of the privileges of that Houfe, becauib that- Houfe 
was able, and ought always to be ready, to vindicate. its own 
privil^es; and the mode was the iffuing their attachment* 
He laid he fhould not vote at all upon the fubjed, and he 
came to the Houfe cltiefly tor the purpofe of repeating what, 
he had often faid, thqt he protefled againft committing the pri- 
fUeges o£ that Houle to any tribunal usider Heaven, except ^ 
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its.bwn, which was always to be : enforced by ^ittai^nie^ 
He concluded with leaving the matter entirely to the pleaftsiti^ 
oftheHoufe. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL, in a fpccch of fpiup 
length, entreated the Houfe to be cautious in ordering profe* 
cuiions to be carried on by the Attorney General, and aflured 
them it was fcarcely poflible for them to be aware' of all the 
difficulty and inconvenience which attended fuch profecutions* 
*Mr. FOX faid, he felt htmfelf in an unpleafant {ituation 
with refpe£t to the fubjeS now before the Houfe, not agree- 
ing exa6Ily with any gentleman who had yet fpokea upon it. 
If the doubts exprefled by the right honourable Secretary could 
be proved to be well founded, he fliould feel no difficulty in af- 
fenting to the motion for adjournment ; but he thought thefe 
doubts ought to be confidered a good deal before the Houfe de- 
termined that they were well founded. With refpeft to the 
fliort-hand notes which had been alluded to, he confefled he 
doubted whether they could fairly be deemed evidence upon 
which any perfon ihould be convicted ; and upon a former oc- 
cafion he had urged a variety of objedions to that proceeding, 
but he was over-ruled by the Houfe upon that fubje<St. But 
let the Houfe confider how that matter flood. When a quef- 
tion came before that Houfe for the cenfure of a right honou- 
rable Manager [Mr. Burke, for what he faid againft Mr. Haf- 
tings and Sir Elijah Impey upon the trial and execution of 
Nundcomar], the ftiort-hand writer was called to the bar of 
the Houfe, and alked queftions upon his notes of the fpeech 
of the right honourable Manager in Weftminfter Hall in the 
profecution againft Mr. Haftings ; upon the evidence of thefe 
notes that right honourable gentleman was cenfured by that 
Houfe. Now a queftion arofe upon this : were the notes of 
a fliort-hand writer good for the purpofe of proceeding to cen- 
fure a Manager of the impeachment of Mr. Haftings, and not 
good for the purpofe of proteAing him from a grofs infult t 
This was not all ; there were other views in which thi^ fub- 
appeared to him, and they were more general tlian any he 
had*yet heard upon it, and upon which he ihould be forry the 
Houfe would not take this.bufinefs up in a feriws manner. 
With refped to the condu£i: gf the right hohourabie M^ger^ 
it was wbat he highly applanded : whether he ibouU have katf 

4N a 
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temper ctiough toconduft himfelf in the fame way, was What 
exceedingly doubted ; but he commended that right honou- 
table gentleman for his condud: upon that occafion. Having 
faid this, he nfiuft now obferve, that he looked farther than this 
impeachment, and felt fome apprehenfion, not only for the 
chardQcr of that Houfe, but alfo for the opiniorf the world 
ihight be led to entertain of the Conftitutipn itfelf, if fome- 
thing like jiiftice did not appear to be impartially adminiftered in 
this country upon the fubje^l of libels. This was an eventual 
year — a great many libels, fomc upon the Conftitution, fome 
only fuppofed to be fo, and fomc upon other points, had been 
brought forward, and their authors, printers, and publifticrs, 
had been fentenced with a feverity, with a degree of rigour, of 
inhumanity, that no danger that had threatened us could juf- 
tify, no' bad or falfe reprefentatlon deferved, no calamity to be 
averted” even called for. Now if it fliould go abroad that 
there w^as in fad a principle which guided that Houfe, fuch as 
had in his hearing often been to his mind foolifbly and uncon- 
ftitutionally allerted, that the Houfe of Commons wxrc ready 
to refent an infiilt from below, as they improperly termed it, 
by which they meant the People, and that they were ready to 
overlook an infult from above, by which was meant the other 
branches of the Legiflature — if, he faid, fuch an impreflion 
was once felt, the refult would be a convidion, that the Houfe 
of Commons, in all its attachment to its privileges, proceeded- 
to cxcrcifc them only againft the People ; and that w^ith regard 
to the other branches of the JCcgiflaturc, the Flonfe of Com- 
mons obferved a fcrvile complaifance. He had often had oc- 
cafion to make thefc obfervations upon feveral contefts with 
the Crown ; and he could not help thinking that they ought 
now to be renewed, and that the People fliould Tiave as little 
reafon as poflible to feel the truth and force of them. Should 
this cafe be otherwife, he Ihould tremble for'the fate of the 
Conftitution itfelf. He left the Houfe to judge whether thefe 
obfi^-ations applied at all at this time, wheh there was fuch ft 
cry.ibr fupporting the Conftitution. The Houfe would 
member With what rcadinefs fomc of the people Were profe-- 
cuted for libels, and alk themfelyes whether the words here 
l^ken Were riot of that nature, and that the only difference 
that in this cafe the infult came from a Member of the 
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Hdufe of Peers? With refpeft to the filence tritk irfiiljii- 
this matter had been treated by the'right honourable gentleman# 
Jie muft fay he approved'oF it ; but then that filence was of no 
avail, for who could dilTemble from himfeif, that by the me* 
dium of newfpapers it was become 'a public thing, that the 
Managers ^ad been grofsly infulted on the trial of Mr. Haf* 
tings by the Archbifliop of York ; not the Managers merely# 
nor the Houfe of jCommons, but alfo the People of England# 
liad been infulted. If the Houfe were defirous to have it un* 
derftood that the Managers were not to fpeak on the trial of 
Mr* Haftings, but in fuch >and fuch terms, and that if they; 
fpoke freely, the Houfe would not fupport them when they 
were thus treated, he owned he thought they were hardly 
treated. When the Houfe chofe him as one of the Managers, 
he was no ftranger to them : they knew his way of thinking ; 
they knew his manner of fpeaking: if they expe£led him not 
to fpeak with warmth and as much energy as he was able# 
that he was not to dtferibe vice in the moft odious colours he 
was able, and that with an exprefs view of exciting all the rc-» 
fentment and indignation of mankind againft the guilty, they 
would be difappointed while he continued to be a Manager ; 
he therefore had no idea of being compelled to conform with 
the faftidious tafte of aiyr Peer, who might think this or that 
expreffion ungentlemanly : he mufl: judge for himfelf, andem* 
ploy the words which appeared to him to fuit the fubje£t on 
which he was fpeaking, and if the Houfe difapproved of him# 
they could remove or cenfurer him. The queftion now rc* 
maining was, whether the Houfe (hould, under all the cir* 
cumftances now before them, procceS to doing themfelves juC* 
tice ? If it could be proved that that was at this time imprac- 
ticable, he {hould confent to let the bufinefs end here*; and 
upon that fubjed, he owned, he did not feel himfelf entirely 
convinced by any thing that had been faid ; the inclination of 
his mind was, that they might very well proceed againft the 
printer, and alfo againfl the right reverend Prelate ; and as to 
the mode of proceeding in general, he confefled that when the 
privileges of that Houfe were invaded, he thought that the 
Houfe alone were competent to decide the queftion : he was 
> fute they would never be fafe, or of permanent exiftence# if 
any other mode of procedure was adopted. With refpe& to 
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Ae printer of the paper in queftiqn, the punithment of him 
was not his objeft in this bi^nefs, iwr feverity to the right 
reverend Prelate, whofe charader in many relpeSs was highly , 
honourable, whofe venerable age entitled him fo refped, and 
whofe late domeftic afflidion made him an objed of condo** 
lence. It was not the feeling of a perfonal relentment agatnft 
him that occafioned thefe obfervations ; it was a confideratbn 
paramount to all others for a Member of that Houfe — a re** 
gard for the honouf of that Houfe, and for the well-being and 
continuance of the bell principles of the Conftitution of this 
country. Were thefe words applicable to him perfonally, he 
fliould have known how to forgive them long ago, if allced to 
do fo. But he muft have it underftood, that if any perfon 
fpoke difrefpe^fully of the Managers upon fuch a trial, he 
Ijpoke difrefpeflfully of the People of England, and the Houfe 
of Cmnmons were obliged to flop fuch language, and, if they 
think fit, to cenfure the author of it. He believed that no 
Judge, in any of the inferior Courts of this kingdom, would 
have fuffered fuch words from one party to another, and the 
Lords ought to have cenfured the noble Prelate after he uttered 
the exprelfion. If the Houfe faw any difficulty in proceeding, 
they might fufier the matter to reft as it ftood : he had given 
his opinion — he had done his diity — the fubjed he now left for 
the judgement of the. Houfe. 

The MASTER OF THE ROLLS was of opinion, that 
it was impolfible that any proceeding as to this matter, fo far 
as regarded the right reverend Prelate, could now be carried on 
in any regular or parliamentary form. In this view, and as he 
underftood that it was not intended to pryfs any motion againft 
the printer, he would vote for the adjournment j though had 
any feparate motion againft the printer been infifted on, he 
muft have given it his ftipport. If the adjournment took 
place, the matter would be forgotten. . 

Mr. FRANCIS obferved, that as all the proceedings in the 
trial w«e taken down in ihort-hand, the fpeech of the yight 
revprend Prelate would, as well as other proceedings, bb handed 
down to pofterity. 

The MASTER OF THE ROLLS conceived this fpeech 
to form no part of the proceedings, and did not therefore fee 
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how it could go down to pofterity as forming ally part of tlforc 
proceedings. ' 

Mr. Serjeant WATSON thought that the Houfo would 
Vnth little regard to its own dignity in taking any ftep i||':|i 
matter of this kind, where there was any degree of doubt iu to 
the fuccefs ; he was therefore for the adjournment. 

Mr. BARTON faid, that the words fpoken by the rig^t re- 
verend Prelate were properly no part of the proceedings in the 
trial, and of cpurfe, when it came to be printed under die au- 
thority of that Houfe, it would not contain thefe words. He 
foid, that if the printer were to be profecuted, it was at leaft 
difficult to fay whether it might be poffible to prevent him, in 
his defence, to bring forward evidence as to the condud of the 
Managers during the whole of the trial, and fo to fubmit it to 
be judged of by twelve Jurymen pending the impeachment. 
He fpoke in high terms of panegyric of the right reverend 
Prelate, and made a pathetic appeal to the Houfe with refped 
to his paternal aifedion, and the diftrefs of hit family at the 
time. 

Lord Fielding faid a few words. 

Mr. DRAKE, jun., faid, that when an addrefs to feeling, 
and an addrefs to reafon, were at the fame time made to die 
Houfe, they ought furely to prevail, and he trufted they would 
do fo ; he was therefore for the adjournment. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, he had heard feveral reafons urged, 
which, if they had been ftated to his honourable friend in 
the lobby, before he came into the Houfe, might perhaps 
have gone to induce him to delay making the motion which he 
had done, but which could afford no argument whatever for 
flipping it over now that it had .been brought forward. . The 
chief argument feemed to be, that the matter would be forgot- 
ten, and would not go down to poftcrity j but the contrary of 
this was well known, and that, in State .trials, every thing 
that pafied in the Court was ftated. That the Words had 
come from fuch high authority, was, of all others, the ftrongeft 
reafon why they fliould not be fubmitted to. Mr. Sheridan 
faid, nothing could lead him to agree to any compromife upon 
the fubje^, except the argument of* feeling ; but he: titled 
thei'ig^t honourable gentleman oppofite to him (hdr. EfotulasJ 
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5pc»fl4 agree t» Hfritbdiaw his motion ^adj^nirnment ; for 
otherwife how would the matter appear upon the |ouruals 
^he Houfe-? His honourable friend had . made a motion* that^ 
•thr pai&ges alluded to were a fcandalous libel upon the Houfe ; 
smd if this motion -was got rid of by an adjournment* iOtey 
would* in fad* ftand branded by their own Journals. If .the 
-firil motion of his honourable friend fliould be agreed to* it 
might be underftood that no farther prpceedings were .to be 
founded on it. ‘ 

'Mr. WHITBREAD faid, heconlidered the matter* in fad* 
ns an infult offered by the Houfe of Lords to that Houfe. If 
he had had the fupport of the right honourable gentleman op> 
polite to him, he would certainly have followed out the matter 
to the full extent : he had no doubt he would have been able to 
-prove that the words were fpoken* and by whom they were 
fpoken } and he faw no difficulty in the way of adopting fuch 
meafures as might vindicate the honour and dignity of that, 
Houfe. He could not* however* agree to wit^raw his pre** 
fent motion* and he hoped the right honourable gentleman 
would withdraw his motion for the ^journment. 

Mr. Secretaiy DUHDAS faid, that every thing he had 
heard had confirmed him the more in his opinion as to the im~ 
propriety of proceeding farther in the buflnefs; but* if the 
honourable gentleman thought it lopked better* be would 
.have no objeAioii to withdraw his motion* ‘‘ that the Houfe 
do now adjourn*” in order to move* that the debate be ad- 
jouihcd for a fortnight. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that he would certainly 'prefer a 
motion for adjourning the debate* but wifhed the right honou- 
rable gentleman to make his motion for adjourning the debate 
cmly till Monday next. If, betwixt that time, any proper 
mode of proceeding fhould occur to him* he would then bring 
forward another motion on the fubjefl. 

The BREAKER faid, that no amendment could be made to 
die queftion of adjournment, which muft therefore be ^ 
difpefedt^. 

Mr. Baker laid a few words ; after which the Speaker put 
-die^utAton* that the motion* -*^ that the Houfe do new air 
|b^/' ba withdrawn j ca wluch a dmficn took place ; 
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Ayes, 8 ; *Nocs, 6oi 

Majority againft >trithdrawing the motion, 52* 

The Houfe then adjourned till Monday next* ^ ^ 

Monday^ 17/A yune. 

Mr, Secretary DUN D AS delivered to the Houfe, by His 
Majefty’s command, copies of treaties concluded with the 
Emprcfs of Ruffia, the Landgrave ofHefle, and the King of 
. Sardinia* [C^opies of which are inferted in the Appendix to 
this volume.] 

A report was brought tip from the Committee to which the 
petitions, praying for a reform in the Scotch Burghs, was re- 
ferred. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, it was his intention to move that 
the report fliould be printed for the ufe of the Members, to the 
end that they might have an opportunity of feeing andconfider- 
ing during the recefs the whole of the important cafe, to 
which the report referred. 

Mr. JEKYLL faid, he wifhed to call the attention of the 
Houfe to a fubjedt which, in his opinion, was well deferving 
of ferious confideration. An a£i of Parliament, he obferved, 
had pafTed appointing CommilHoners to inquire into the fala- 
ries, fees and epioluments of the perfons employed in the dif- 
ferent public offices. A Report was made by them, from 
which it appeared that to many finecure offices were annexed 
very high falaries and emoluments, whilft thofc officers who 
filed ftuations of great confidence, and which required Con- 
ftant attendance and exertion, were rewarded in a manner very 
inadequate to their labour, and to the truft repofed in them. 
This Report, though lying on the table of the Houfe, was very 
little known \ and confequcntly the benefits which the adop- 
tion of the meafures recommended by it could not fail to pro- 
duce, were loft to the Public. His objedt in fpeaking on this 
fubjedt was to ihew that it would be of public' utility that the 
Repoh ftiould be printed ; and indeed a motion for printing it 
Was much a matter , of courfe that he thought he might make 
it without urging any one argument in fupport of it : how- 
ever, he underftood there was one objedtifOii tq the printing df 
this Report, viz. that it was fo volumij^us that the expence of 
printing would be very confiderable. ,He admitted that the 
VoL. XXXV. 40 ^ 
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txpencei according to an eftimate ntade^ would amount to 
about 700!*^ but this he did not "think a good reafon for not 
printing it ; for the faviAg which the meafures recommended 
by the Report would produce would be fo confiderable as to 
make that expence ceafe to be an objeA of weight. If tHI Re*- 
port was to remian unknown/ thofe meafures could not be 
adoptedi and the faving to the public would be loft ; fi>\that 
the expence wl ich might be incurred in making thpfe meafures 
known would ultimately be an undeniable gain ; and indeed 
if the contents of the Report were not to be made known to the 
Membersi he cotild not conceive why it was framed at all| or 
why the Parliament fiiould have taken the trouble of appoint- 
ing Commiftioners to frame fuch a Report. If the expence at- 
tendingthe printing of Volutiiinous reports had always influenced 
the Houfe, the Public never would have feen in print the fe- 
Yeral volumes of reports made by the CommilHoners appointed 
to take and ftate the public accounts. He concluded by mov- 
ing' that the Report to which he had principally referred fhould 
be printed for the life’ of the Members. . 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid he had but one objeftion to 
the motion, and that was the expence which it would occafion, 
and which he was fure would amount to much more than 700!. 
or even 800I. He had his doubts alfo, he faid, whether the 
honourable Member’s objedt— to make known the contents of 
the Report, was likely to be attained, if his motion fhould be 
carried ; for he very much feared that gentlemen would not 
feel-themfelvesdifpofed to go through the fatiguing and unen- 
tertaining talk of reading through fix or feven folio volumes. 
What had fvvclled the fize of the report was the Appendix an- 
nexed to it ^ if the honourable gentleman would confine his 
motion to the printing of the Report hfclf, without the Ap- 
pendix, the objection on the fcore of expence would vanifb,, 
and he would not give the motion any oppofition. 

Mr. (jREY faid, it was his intention to have moved for 
the printing of the Report ; but he was deterred by the expence 
w^'ch it would occaAon, and which had been eftimated at 
jilpit 700I. an expence which it was not his wilh to britig 
upon tile Public ; ho^ ever« as It would be of great national 
ttfflity to have the couitnts of the Report fully koownj be 



would vote for Ac motion, 'eveh if -the honourol^e »im 1, Iwnod 
gentleman Aould prefs for the plrintiiig of the Appendix. 

Mr. J'EKYLL having exprefled his readinefs ^ give up tho 
4»rmtlng of Ae Appendix, the motion was carried^ . 

Mjf. Secretary DUNDAS reminded the Houfe that jte bad 
ftromifed . tO bring forward a propofition during the prefeht 
ieflion for eftabliihing a inilitia in Scotland. But as the ft^- 
fion was now dt its clofe, he did not mean to propofe any final 
arrangement on this head ; all he intended to do for the j>re- 
•fent, was/ barely to fubmit to the Houfe the plan which he had 
formed, to the end that gentlemen might have an opportunity 
of thoroughly confidering it during the recefs, and be enabled 
to decide ultimately upon it in the courfe of the next feflion. 
He faid, he had drawn up his plan in the (hape of a bill, 
which he intended to move the Houfe for leave to bring in im- 
mediately, that it Oiould be read a iirft time and prirfted ; but 
that it (hould not make any farther progrefs this feflion. He 
wifhed to colle£k the fenfe of the Public on a fubje£t of fuch 
national importance as this ; he knew that in Scotland there 
were various and oppofite opinions rafpeSing the eftabliihment 
of a militia ; at the fame time he was free to confefs that it was 
in his judgement the fitted, becaufe the mod conditutional 
mode of defence for that country ; but until it could be edab- 
lifhed, he had concurred in advifing that fpecies of edablifh- 
ment (fenciblc regiments) which for fomc years pad it had been 
the cudom of the Crown to refort to for the defence of Scot- 
land. Having premifed thefc obfervations, Mr. Dundas mov- 
ed for leave to bring in ** a bill for regulating and ordering 
a militia in that part of Great Britain called Scotland.** 

The motion was carried without oppofition ; the bill was 
immediately brought in and read ; and the Houfe ordered that 
it fhould be printed for the ufe of the Members. 

Mr. WINDHAM, adverting to the Report made by tha 
Committee appointed to inquire into the particulars of Mr. 
Mudge’s petition, ufed feveral arguments to fhew that the in- , 
veotion of which Mr. Mudge was the author, gave him a 
fair title to a parliamentary reward: he was aware> he faid, 
that the extent of the benefu which Ae Public tnight derive 
from this invention, through the in^ovement that it would 
make in time*keepeni| could be afc^inedonly by fublfeqiimt 

4O2 
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experience; for the prefent therefore he would afk only for a 
moderate reward for Mr. Mudge, leaving him at liberty to 
apply hereafter to Parliament for a greater one, if it (hould be 
found that the*bene(it to the Public was greater than it was 9 ^ 
prefent fair to llippofe it would be. He then moved an ad- 
drcfs to the King, praying that he would be pleafed to grant to 
.Thomas Mudge, Watchmaker, the fum of 2500I. as a re- 
ward for his invention for the improvement of time-keepers, 
oh condition that he (hould dilfclofe the principles on which th^ 
improvement w'as made, and afliiring His Majefty that the 
Houfe would make good the faid fum to hin;. 

The motion was carried without any oppofition. 

Sir WATKIN LEWES, in pu^fuance of a notice which he 
gave fome time Cnee, moved for an addrefs to 'His Majefty, 
praying that he would give diredions that a monument Ihould 
be ereded in the Cathedral Church of St. Paul, in the city of 
London, to the memory of Lord Rodney, Vice Admiral of 
Great Britain, with a fuitable infeription, ftating the fervices 
he had rendered his country, by the protedion he afforded to 
the Britifh poflefllons in the Weft Indies. 

The motion palfed unanimoufly. 

He then moved another addrefs, for a monument in the 
fame place to the memory of General Lord Heathficld, with 
an infeription recording the fame he had acquired for himfelf 
and his country, by his glorious defence of Gibraltar. 

This motion alfo palfcd unanimoufly. 

Mr. FOX rofc to call the attention of the Houfe to the 
motion refpeding the war of which he had given notice; he 
faid lie (liould not have troubled the Houfe, nor prefumed to 
have offered his fentiments upon the fubjed he was about to 
introduce, which related to the general fituation of this coun- 
try, if circumftances had not clearly required he (houlcl do fo. 
He arofe, therefore, to Rate to the Houfe the reafons which 
induced him to think it was the duty of that Houfe to take fuch 
fteps as might teftify a change of opinion with regard to the 
continuation of the war, as applied to their former votes »pon 
. that fubjed. He hoped no perfon would be fo uncandid as to 
fuppofe that if upon'^.^hat day fee waved the confideration of 
thpfe points which he urged upon former occaflons, as to 
ifhp juftice and policy of the war, that therefore it was to ba 
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taken for a proof that he had changed his opinion upon the 
meafures which brought about this unhappy war. Such a 
conclufion would be unjufti and he trufted no gentleman in 
•that Houfe would draw it. He trufted the Houfe would feel 
that if he waved all thefe topics, it was becaufe he did not 
confider them as neceflTary for the illuftralion of the argument* 
he had to fubmlt on the prefent occafion. *He fliould, there* 
fore, for the fake of argument, grant (always begging it to be 
^underftood by the way, and for the fake of argument alone, 
he did fo) that the prefent war was a juft, prudent, and necef- 
fary war, called for and entered into for the general fafety of 
Europe, and for the intereft of this country. This was the 
broadcft way in which he could lay foundation for argument; 
and upon principles fo laid down, he fliould ftate why he 
, thought it Was ncceflary at the prefent time, under the prefent 
circumftances, for that Houfe to interfere and to give its opi- 
nion in an addrefs to the Throne, as he fliould have the ho- 
nour of moving. If there w^ere any who thought that this 
might have a bad effed upon the public mind, all he could 
fay, was, that on his part that would not be intentional, as he 
was of a different opinion. He had always underftood that the 
grounds of the prefent war on the part of Great Britain were 
principally thefe ; Firft, the particular alliance wc had with 
the Dutch, attacked as they were by the French, . Secondly, 
not only this alliance, which in point of good faith called upon 
us to a<S from a regard^to our own honour, but alfo on account 
of the intereft we ourfelves had in the ilTue. There was ano- 
ther ground ftated, and that might be divided into parts, as 
indeed on former occafions it had been, he meant that which 
was ftated upon the general footing of the aggrandizement of 
France, and theeffeft and operation of the fpirit of their coun- 
cils. Thefe were the grounds upon which we undertook the 
prefent war. His objeft was now to fliew, that upon none 
of thefe grounds could the prefent war be continued. He 
knew he might, and perhaps he fliould be told, that wc had 
been at confiderable expence In this war already, and that wc 
had met with confiderable fuocefs in the profecution of it hi- 
therto ; therefore gentlemen inclined m infill upon thefe points, 
would fay, that under fuciT circuin^nces it was fair for us to 
fay, that we wereintitled to indemnity for the expences wt 
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liad luftained, and Security againfl: fiituia dagger, or that if 
we -bad not, the war ihould be followed up widi vigour.—* 
That principle, as far as it r^tded the iituation of our allies, 
he did by iw means deny; but the continuation of the prefent. 
war for indemnity to ourfelves and indemnity only, after the 
aeal of the war was gained, could be m^tained only 
i^pon prudential confiderations 4 now taking k as a matter of 
|irudence, he ihould wilh to alk wbat could we promife to 
ourlebres upon the 'continuation of the prefent war ? What 
was k that we propofed to gainl Thefe were all the gronnds 
^he Ihould have to fubmit to the Houfe. In the brft place, 
therefore, he Ihould apprehend from thefe premifes, that 
whatever fentiments of indignation the people of this country 
might l(^ wkh regard to fome of the proceedings on the' part 
4 ^, France, pretty general the indignation was felt, and % 
none more than by himfclf, yet be believed h was not in the 
contemidatioa of the people of this country, at the commence- 
ment of the war, to in£ft on giving France its old abfulute 
monarchy, dr indeed to infill on giving it any form of Go- 
vernment whatever, or to interfere with any form of Govern- 
ment that might be found in that country. He thought he was 
jbtiog nothing more than die general wilh of the people of this 
country, and what they felt at the commencement of the war, 
that die objedlof it was not that of giving to, or infilling on, 
any form of Government to France. He Hated this point ne- 
gatively, becaufe it would hereafter make the pofitive part 
which he fihould afterwards fubmit the more intelligible. We 
were not to revenge the death of die King of France, at leaft 
we were not to go to war for . that purpofe, although he felt as 
jqauch as any perlbn in this country upon that melancholy oc- 
cation, and faebelieved, that in this country at lead, it was ap 
event imanuaoully lamented ; yet it was not for this that we 
went to war, how far the Indignation of the people had been 
ymfed upcHi that topic, it was unneceifary for him to lay; it 
was fulficient in the prefent ioHance for his purpole to lay it 
was not the ground of (Hir going to war, ekher kilill^ on^y 
tbe mail fanguine advocates for the - meafure, or by the ftiU 
big^ autborky of the communication from the Throne.— 
Tbeebjeifl of the war avowed whs, 'as he had opened in the 
cotninenceaie&t of his pt^at addxefs to- the Houfe, m pre- 
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fenre Holland as^ our ally, 'and to prevent the aggrandizement 
of France, which was faid to be formidable on accotmt of tfav 
fentiments which appeared to actuate their councils. T^ere 
was indeed another ground, which was, that die French had^ 
declared war againftos. That being admitted to its full extent^ 
would go only td the eftablifliment of one principle — that of 
■ making the war a defenilve war ; by a defenfive war he did* 
not' mean to defcribe the mode of carrying it on, for it tttuft- 
Fe carried on, as all mankind knew, by force of arms; but it 
was on that account merely a defenfive war in principle', 
which ceafed with the occafion that gave it birth. And if he' 
were afked,- when was the time he would put an end to fuch a 
war ? He would anfwer, when we could make our enemies 
defifl from carrying on their operations againft us ; fubjC^to 
the confideration of an indemnity, if indemnity could be ob- 
tained by prudential, defirable means; always keepihg in view, 
that indemnity was alfo.a point to be governed by confidera- 
tions of prudence and difcretion. If, therefore, we *had no 
ground for fufpeding that France had any farther means of 
ading hoflilely againh us, or any of our allies, we could not 
jullify to ourfelves the continuance of the war folely upon the 
ground that France had declared war againfl us. When we 
had put an end to the aggreilion, then was the time to put an 
end to the war fo commenced. With refpeS: to Holland; 
our ally, he mufl; obferve, that the queftion, whether Holland 
be now fafe from any attack from France? was eafily an- 
fwered ; and he believed that eifery man in that Houfe, and 
every man of intelligence in this country knew the anfwer to 
‘be in the affirmative — But whether in the prefent Hate of af- 
fairs the future fafety of our allies, the Dutch, was to be fe- 
cured by our purfuing the war in conjunclion with the odier 
combined powets, was a queftion not eafily anfwered in the 
fame way— How far, if this wkr was countenanced by us, 
the general fafety of Europe would be preferred, was a topic 
hedid not wifhto decide upon, becaufe it afforded, in fals opi- 
nion, a profped that could not be agreeable to any man whd 
.had the leaft regard for the principles of ‘^liberty — all he m^utt ’ 
in this place was — that tlie Dutch, as^ell as ourfdlves, Vireiu 
at this moment fufficiently fortified tfind guards agidnft 'any 
attack from France— Was there a man tbii day in this coun- 
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try who ferioufly thought that with regard to Holland and to 
us, peace could not be made with France with perfe£l fafety i 
Now he came to the confideration of the general ftate of Eu- 
rope at this moment. We attacked France, bccaufe our al- 
lies were attacked by her — and becaufe we faw in the chara£lei' 
and fpirit of her councils, views of her own aggrandizement* 
Was this fpirit, and were thefe views peculiar to France ? — 
Had we not witnefled tlie fame fpirit in other powers of Eu- 
rope ? Had not all parties in that floufe, all the people of this' 
^ country, concurred in detefting the condu6l of the prefent 
combined powers with regard to Poland r Was not that feene 
fufficiently infamous ; Did it not exhibit fiifficient tyranny, 
oppreflion and breach of faith ? Could we .conceal from our- 
felves the conduft of Ruffia and of Pruflia upon that fubjeft ? 
Wei;e we to partake of the infamy of that tranfa6iion r— God 
forbid we fliould. Let us atk ourfelves, with all the indigna- 
tion we naturally entertained againfl the condudl of France on 
many points, whether the condu61 of the Court of Berlin and 
the Court of Peterfburgh in their invafion of Poland, and af- 
terwards the partition of it, was not equal in infaipy to any 
thing that France was ever guilty of? Upon this part of the 
fubje£l he had fome obfervations to make to fome Members of 
th^t Houfe, upon the alarm they exprefled in the commence- 
ment of this felfion, ,'at the progrefs of the French. , What did 
thefe gentlemen now feel when refledling on the conduft and 
the progrefs of the Emprefs of Rullia, and the King of Pruf- 
fia? Was this matter of alarm to any of thefe gentlemen? 
But it feemedthat nothing was now to be alarming but French 
principles. Such were the horrid efFedlsof fear on account of 
thefe principles, and fo far it hadaffefted the Emprefs of Ruf* 
fia and the King of Pruflia, that they had laid hold of Poland 
in the panic. He begged pardon of the Houfe for introducing 
any thing ludicrous upon fo grave a fubjefl ; but a ftory which 
he remembered, appeared to him fo appofite, that he could 
not refift the temptation of reciting it : ** A perfbn dete^led 
in the ^ of taking a watch out of the pocket of another, 'be- 
ing ^cufed of it, .(:^fe(red the fadl, but laid in his defence,^ 
that be had been flrucxyith a pamc, and in his.fright he had 
laid hold of the fird thin^e .could, which happened to be the 
gentleman's watch which he conveyed into his pocket.][^ If, so 
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the prefent cafe^ Poland was the firft thihg theiie great powers, 
Ruffia and Pruffiai could lay hold of ; fuch was the eiFed of 
thefe royal alarms^ fuch the condufl of thefe Royal panic- ftruck 
Sovereigns^ that in the rpafms of their fear, they could not 
quit their hold, and having each an equal right to retain what 
they had wilhin their gripe, moft equitably agreed to divide 
the Icingdom between them ! ^ Did gentlemen think themfelves 
happy in feeing this mode adopted to refift French principles. 
\Vas this conduft lefs dangerous to Europe than that of the 
French ? He knew many reafons why it was more dangerous. 
One was, that fuch a combination of defpots were carried on 
with more fecrccy, than in the wild {late of a democracy was 
polTible at any time. And here he wifhed to know what an- 
fwer gentlemen would give him, if he afked, whether they 
thought, that, even if tha French Hkd been able to retain all 
they took, Flanders and Brabant, it would have been more 
dangerous to the general profperity of Europe than this divi- 
fion of Poland ? Or that now they were reftored, and fup- 
pofing them to be under the condition they flood in by the or- 
der of the Emperor Jofeph, was there a man in that Houfe of 
optniqn, that our fafety required the continuance of this de- 
ftruflive war ? 

As to Savoy* he ihould fay nothing by way of comment upon 
the condudl of Great Britain ; he believed that budnefs had been 
commenced on the part of the French, without any thing in- 
tended to be done by us, and certainly without any promife'of 
afTiftance from us to the party attacked ; and therefore we were 
not involved in any point of honour on that account. He had 
indeed been told, but he had no means of arriving at real know- 
ledge upon the fubjed, that application had been mide to us. 
at that time, and that our anfwer on that occafion amounted to 
aflat negative. In fhort, he wifhed to afk gentlemen who 
heard him, whether, from all the circumflances put together, 
relative to this war at this moment, might not peace now be 
obtained from France, even with the reilitution of the King of 
Sardinia’s dominions 4 but he fbould think it hard if this coun^ 
try was bound to infifl upon fuch terms.^^ It might be aik6d 
of him, whether, when we had fpent miiilSns in the profecu-' 
tion of the prefent war, and confiderin^ the fifuatlon we are in 
at the prefent moment, and likewifcr that the coasiiliiw imd 
Voi.XXXV. 4P 
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dlftniAion dt ^ Frendi make it improbable thejr tmll be able 
to proceed imthout deftrudion, fhall we make peace? He, 
wiMild a»fwer~yes. ife did not think but that fbme indemnity 
ffi^t even now beobtained from our arms in the Weft Indies*; 
but he called for peace as a matter, of prudence on our part* 
under all the circumftances by which we were furrounded ; 
and here he came to the melancholy part of the argument ; for 
although no views of commerce could juftify the continuance 
of any war, after the aggreflion that provoked it was at anen^, 
yet views of commerce might induce us to conclude a peace a's 
foon as we had obtained the objed for which the war began ; 
in all cafes'where our honour was not at ftake, even although 
the terms were not fuch as we might originally have expelled. 
And now he muft, however reluSantly, come to the prefent 
fituation of this country. The defperate (late of the drfealb 
might be judged of from the nature of the remedy which they 
had lately been called onto apply ; and here he would defire them 
to a(k every man, whether peace at this time is not indifpen-* 
fably neceflary for the fafety of this country in a commercial 
point of view ? Let us aik every man in the kingdom, who 
has any commercial dealings, whether the accounts he receives 
from any part of the kingdom, do not call for a conclufion to 
this war ? Let iis aik every man pofleiTed of the fmalleft inform 
mation upon the fubjefl, whether he ever heard of a war more 
deftrudive to the commerce of the country than the prefent ? 
Let us fee whether almoil every manufafkuring town in the 
Ungdom did not give melancholy proof of the truth of thefe re- 
flexions. Whether the town of Manchefter, and others in its 
neighbourhood; whether Wiltihire, and all the Well, did not 
prove the fame thing ? Some indeed had imagined that the 
' ci^ of Norwich had efcaped from the mifehief. But he was 
perfeXIy fure that if his right honourable friend (Mr. Wind- ' 
bamj immediately conneXed with that city^ Ihould take an 
upportunity of fpeaking upon this fubjeX, he would acknow- 
le^ the truth of thofe alTertions, although he had reafon to' 
fear he would <fifier ^oa the conclufion he ihould dnw.T-> 
us, however, lo(df at the real ftate of dur affairs: Let us 
acknowledge, tSat'V continue^ of war may bring on the 
gceatHl o^uhiti^ up3n us. Let us not rdk ourfelves, what 
mdonni^ we ought to Ifiive ^ France ; but what ha8:f hiiiee 
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in her power to bellow i What has Europe to beft^ iipQii- 
Great Britain that will equal the (hock that may be given to 
her commerce by continuing the prefent war i He knew them 
were many who* maintained, that the prefent war was nbt the 
caufe of the prefent commercial embarraifments of this Cohn* 
try ; he did not agree with thofe opinion;. But fuppofing 
them to be right, he would then fay, that whatever was the 
caufe of our diilreifes in that refj|p£l, we could not look with 
any rational hope of amending oqr condition, without the ad- 
vantages of peace ; and he was ready to exprefs his perfed 
convidion, that peace mud be had for our recovery. Taking 
this for granted, as he .mud, he would aik. What it was tha^ 
all Europe could give io us by way of indemnity for our pro- 
ceeding farther in this war ? What was it that we were now 
fighting for ? For our religion ? It was not attacked. For 
our Condituiion ? It was perfc£lly fecure. What if France 
was didra£led. Was that of benefit to us ? What if we made 
law to-morrow for France ? What if we exa£led indemnity i 
What had (he to give ? What had Europe to give to Great 
Britain for the profecution of the war ? He faid, he faw no 
room for fiippofing that the Houfe would not do him the judice 
to believe that he did not fpeak from any party warmth upon 
this fuhjedl. He thought that notwithdanding he- had gene- 
rally the misfortune to differ from ttie majority of the prefent 
Houfe, yet they would fee upon this occaiion the neceffity of 
concurring with him in expreifing an earned difpofition for the 
termination of the war, bccaufe all agreed in opinion that when 
the objed of the war could have been obtained the hour of 
peace ihould arrive. What dood now in the way of peace ? 
We had no alliance with Audria upon this occafion, nor any 
in that refped with the King of Pruflia. With refped to 
Holland, any propofition for peace mud be acceptable to theni# 
But we had an alliance with the Emprefs of Rufiia, this day 
laid upon the table ; -in that alliance there was an article he 
was forry to fee, by which we engaged not to lay down asms 
but by mutual confent \ and by which we might be called upon 
to adopt the principles of the Court i?f^eterfburgh, in the 
profecution of the war. Principles in themfelves at all times 
very dangerous^ but alarmingly fa at this time, becaufe we 
might be compelled to purfue the war until the objedions of 





t6Q parliamentary a, i79> 

the Empreis were all removed. With refpe6l to the treaty 
with the King of Sardinia^ that was more direct and pofitive ^ 
but he (hould fay no more upon thefe topics at this time^ be? 
caufe diat Houfe had not yet adopted them. Another point 
remained. He knew the difficulty which had been often Part- 
ed with refpeft to peace. Upon this a queftion had been aiked, 
whether we were to treat with France in its prefent Hate ? To 
which he anfwcred^yes. With him, or them, be he or they 
what they will, you ought, ^nd ultimately you mull treat;, 
with thofe who have the Government in their hands : he was 
fure of ' this. If "^the contrary be true — if we treat with them 
only, on a plan of our own, as to a form of Government, we 
mull be at war with them until we beat them ; and vve Ihould 
in that cafe fight them until they ihould obtain a legally 
eftablifhed government — Good God ! what was there in their 
proceedings that made us look for an eltabliflied Government 
among them? What reafon had we toexped that event to take 
place? When and how were we to enforce it r Let them 
fuifer the penalties of their own injiiftice — let them luffer the 
miferiesariilng from their own confuiion — Why were the peo- 
ple of England to fuffer becaufe the people of France were un- 
juft ? Why was every man in England to be a fufferer, bc- 
caiife the people of France were in confuiion, and that too 
when France had no power to annoy us, and when we could 
conclude peace with fafety to ourfelves and to our allies ? If 
we were determined to fay, we fliould not make peace with 
the* French until they have a form of Government which 
we lhall approve; that w'ould amount to ^faying, we would 
didlate to them a form of government ; and it that had been 
avowed at the beginning to that Houfe, he was confident they 
would not have adopted the war at all ; and although it was. 
His.Majefty's undoubted prerogative to commence it of his 
own will, yet the Houfe would have refufed to pledge itfelf 
for fupplics for carrying it on. If he was alkcd. With whom 
we could have figned a treaty of peace fome time ago? He 
would anfwer. With M. Le Brun. All thofe who had fupport- 
ed this war had that peace, if it could be obtained, 

was a defirable pbje^ ; and in alf that had been faid or done 
by the National Convention^ every thing that had been faid or 
done in the city of Paris, demonftrated this ; it had ever been 
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the opinion of that people, that a peace with this cduhtiy wai 
the mod defirablc of all objcfts for them to obtain* ^ 'He own* 
ed, for his part, the neceflity of this country’s being at peace 
with the French, and all the people of England would fee it in 
the fame light very foon, unlefs they were ready to fay they 
would pay for the follies of the French, It was a new thing 
to hear, that to be at peace with a people, we muft be pleafed 
fjrft with the form of their Government. He knew it was not 
wife to treat in general with thofe whofe power was unfettled. 
This applied to treaties of alliance ; but when peace was the 
obje£l, this dodlrine was not to be admitted, as, otherwife, we 
might be at war for ever. 

He felt a conliderable deference to others in fpeaking oSi 
parts of this fubjecl now. From what he had feen fome time 
ago, he knew there was a cryin that Houfe for entering into 
this war ; but he thought now, that if ever there was a period 
when a man fpoke thcs opinion of every man in this country 
upon any fubjcil, it was now, that he faid peace was an ob- 
jeft the moft defirable of all others. He muft fay, that every 
meafure Ihould now be taken to put an end to this ruinous 
war ; and an immediate termination of it, was almoft the 
univcrfal defirc of the people of this country. Whether it, 
was the opiflion of the Houfe or not, he could not tell ; but he 
believed, that his opinion upon this occafion, was almoit with- 
out exception, the opinion of the public. He did not advance 
this upon flight ground, he had very good information for 
what he faid, and he hoped it would be liftened to with at- 
tention. 

A report had gone abroad ; how true it was, he did not pre- 
fume to determine, becaufe he had no means of accurate in- 
formation ; but certainly a report prevailed, and he knew 
there were many who thought, that fome of the moft efficient 
Minifters of the Crown, who felt the diftrefs of this country, 
and the abfurdity of continuing the war* were at the prefent 
moixfent friends to peace ; and fince he had confidered of 
making the motion with which he ffiould have the honour of 
concluding his addrefs tp the Jloufe, — (bme perfohs -told him j 
that he was lirengthened in his opinion upoiti this 
perfnns high in His Majefty’s Council ; be thataait may* he 
did not fay he wilhed for the fandion of this or of th^t man } 
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he wiflwd thit whoever favoured ftouki be emboldened to per- 
fiftf Uid then he tnilUd the Crown would be advifed in the 
Cabiiiet to put an end to this war ; if it (hould be fe, it would 
give him the moft heartfelt fatisfadion.— He knew that the 
c^iniona of many in that Houfe might be an argument for 
changing the opinions of fome of the Members of the Cabinet. 
He therefore thought it poflible that by diligence, bis objedt 
inight be gaii^. He confefled that lie fo earneftly defire^ 
peace, and faw the policy of it fo ftrongly, that if there was 
any one of the Council of the King who wiflied for it, what- 
ever fituation that perfon held, and if he faid he thought the 
continuance of this war dangerous, and wifhed to put an end 
to it, fuch perfon for fuch a purpofe fhould have his fupport, 
and he was in hopes that the motion he (hould make to-night 
Would ftrengthen that opinion. He was the more inclined to 
think that would be the eifed of it, from experience of the 
paft. We all remember the American war — war, during a 
long period before the termination of it, there was great reafon 
to believe, indeed there was no room to doubt it, that not 
wly the Houfe of Commons and the people of this country, 
but alfp many of the efficient Minifters of the Crown, wifhed 
to put an end to it. Whether that was the cafe as to the latter 
part in the preftnt cafe he could not tell — But this he would 
fay, that whenever any Minilier Ihouid ftand forth, and re- 
gardlcfs of the imprcilion he ihouid make upon the party on 
whofe favour he might principally depend, avow his fentiments 
upon this fubjedl, let it be the right honourable gentleman 
oppofite to him (Mr. Pitt), he (hould be glad to join with him 
upon that fubjed, and affiord him all the aid in his power. — 
The American war was an awful example to the people of 
this country, and he hoped we were not doomed to endure 
another fuch calamity. He mud once more call upon the 
members of that Houfe, toexercife their own judgement and 
to look at the fmall poffibk advantage to be gained, and the 
aimed inevitable ruin of purfuing this war, and then ad*witl^ 
courage, and puj^n end to this dangerous and deltrudivc 
meaufure : be hoped* and trufted they would fa a£t ; and if 
they did, he was confident he Ihould give confolation to them 
by the meafure lie was now going to fugged. 

He then moved. 
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That an humble addrefs be prefented to His hfa|aftjr» 
lay before His Majefty the hiimble feprefei^tatiofli U lie 
faithful Commons on the prefentNawful and mofnentoiit^Cfift#$ 
a duty which they feel themfelves the more efpecially called 
upon to perform at this junfture, as a long and erientful 
period may probably elapfe before His Majefty can again luree 
an opportunity of colledling^ through their reprefentalioiiSf 
the real fentiments and wiflies of his people. 

hi the name of the people of England, His Majefty% 
faithful Commons are bound to declare, that they concurred 
in the mcafures neceflary to carry on the.prefent war, for the 
objeds of defence and fecurity, and for thofe obje^ only. 

** That any plan of aggrandizement, founded on the preifena 
diftreiTed iituation of France, much lefs any purpole of eftab^ • 
liihing among the French people any particular form of go# 
vernment, never would have had their concurrence or fup*- 
port. 

** In exprefling thefe their fentiments and opinions, on en- 
tering into the prefent war. His Majefty’s faithful Commons 
are fenfibie that they are only repeating thofe benevolent de* 
clarations, which policy, and a careful attention to the real 
interefts of the Britifh nation, induced His Majefty to ufe in 
his mod gracious fpeech from the throne at the beginning oC 
the prefent feflion of Parliament, and in repeated meflages Ip 
this Houfe. 

To reprefent to His Majefty, that though his faiddul 
Commons have the moil perfed reliance on His MajeftyV 
facred word and promife, folemnly pledged to this country and 
to Europe, not to interfere in the internal affairs of France^ 
or to enter into the views and projeds of other powers who, 
in the prefent war, may be aduated by motives far diflfere&t 
from thofe which govern the condud of His Majefty ; yet 
they feel it to be their indifpenfible duty to call His Majefty’a 
moft ferious attention to fome of the circumftancc^, whkli 
have occurred fince the commencement of the prelbnt unfor- 
tunate conteft. 

The French arms, which after a fuccefsAii invafioA of 
Bi^bant, had threatened tl]p fecurity of His Nhjefty 'S afiies 
the States General, have fince been confined within their Msa 
territory, and are now occiypicd ifi defend of thdir 

a 



FAmBMmmrmY A.179S, 

towns the united forces of His Majefty and his allies. 

The danger apprehended from the former, conquefts and ag« 
.graiidizement of the French nation^ appears therefore to be 
no longer a fubjed of juft uneafinefs and alarm. 

> Some of the powers engaged in the confederacy againft 
France, have, on the other hand, openly avowed, and fuccefs- 
fully executed plans of domination and conqueft, not lefsr for- 
midable to the general liberties of Europe. The rapacious 
and faithlefs difmemberment of the unhappy kingdom of 
JP^and, without having produced, as far as it appears to this 
Houfe, any remonftrance from His Majefty’s Minifters, has 
excited in HisMajefty*s faithful Commons the higheft indig- 
nation at fo daring an outrage on the rights of independent 
iiations, and the keeneft folicitude to refeue the honour of the 
JBritilh Government from the fufpicion of having concurred or 
acquiefeed in meafures fo odious in their principle, and fo 
dangerous in their example to the peace and happinefs of man- 
kind.^ 

The f^vere calamities which, fince the commencement 
of the prefent war, this nation has already experienced, — the 
ihock given to commercial credit, and the alarming confe- 
quences which the failure of the mercantile and manufadur- 
ing interefts threathens to the public revenue, and to the 
general profperity of the country, cannot have failed to attrad 
His Majefty’s attention, and to excite in his benevolent, mind 
a fincere defire to relieve his fubjefts from diftrefles of which 
they cannot hope for a termination but in the fpeedy re-eftab- 
lifhment of peace. 

** His Majefty’s faithful Commons make it, therefore, their 
moft earneft and folemn requeft, thajt His Majefty, taking into 
his confideration all the above circumftances, will not fail to 
employ the earlieft meafures for procuring peace on fuch terms 
as arc confiftent with the profefied objefts of the war, and 
with that good faith, Arid juftice, and liberal and enlightened 
policy which have hitherto fo peculiarly diftinguiftied the 
Britifli nation.** 

Mr. HUSSEY feconded. the motion. 

Mr. WlNDHTtM faid, that his right honourable friend; 
(j|^. Fox) in fupport of the motion' for an addrefs to His 
which be bad now brought forward, bad aflumed 
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and laid down what the objefts were which had been held out 
and avowed, as the precife objedls of the prefent war 
which objedts he had ftated to be now attainable by negocia- 
tion, if not already attained. So far as the declared objefts 
of the war regarded Holland and Flanders, he had no great fault 
to find with the fairnefs of his right honourable friend’s ftate- 
ment ; but, with refpeft to the alledged difavowal of any in- 
terference as to the internal government of France, there ap- 
peared to him a manifeft error, or at leaft a want of fufficient 
precifion in that fiatement. He was ready to admit that there 
had been a difavowal of any intention on our part to interfere, 
for the purpofc of cftablifliing in France any particular form 
of government, whether monarchial, democratic, or defpotic ; 
hut he conceived it to have been an avowed purpofe of the 
war, to endeavour to bring about the eftablifliment of fuch a 
grnrernment, in that country, as we might, with fafety, treat 
with ; — we w^erc to profecute the war, till we could make 
peace with fafety. For his part, he faid, he was yet to 
learn any principle in reafon, or any rule or example in prac- 
tice, by which a country could be called upon, at the begin- 
ing of a war, to ftate definitely, what are the precife objeSs 
of the war, or what the precife fituation in which it ought to 
dcfift from that war ; to do Co would be truly impoflible, be- 
caufe much mull frequently depend, in point of prudence and 
propriety in that refped, upon contingencies during the profe- 
cution of the war. His right honourable friend, however, 
having firft alTumed this as a fixed principle, having then 
alTiimed what were the avowed objedls of the prefent war, — 
and having alfo aflumed that thefe objefls are attainable ; — he 
had, on ail thefe alTumptions, grounded this conclufion, that 
we are now only at war.for indemnification ; but, denying, as 
he did, the premlfes, he could not pollibly join in the conclu- 
fion. In this, or in any other war, he was ready to admit, 
that the Hate of the country was undoubtedly one confideration^ 
and ought, in every thing regarding it, to make part of the 
calculation ; but he could, by no means, agree in the opinion, 
that the prefent ftate of this country, with refped to commer- 
cial credit particularly, had been occafioned by the war ; he 
certainly thought it had proceeded from caufes diftind from 
the war. He would next afk, how did his right honourable 
VoL.XXXV. 4 0. 



fridtid make dut his pofitkin^ that the objeds of the war are 
how attainable by negociation ? were that^ indeed, once ad- 
mitted, no doubt could remain upon the fubjeA ; he mufi, 
however, deny, that the objeds of the war can, in any lhape, 
be faid to be attained; for, without feairity, they cannbt 
pofBbly be attained : — Being engaged in war, the objed of 
this country mud neceflarily he, not merely to recover Hol- 
land, not merely to refeue J'landers, hut alfo to guard them 
againft iimilar dangers in future* His right honourable friend 
had fpoke of alarms with fomc degree of ridicule ; ill hiS 
mind, there was a degree of confidence equally dangerous, if 
not- much more fo. — Differing, therefore, as he did, in 
many refpedts, from his right honourable friend, both as to 
the m!f chief that is now in the world, and as to the danger 
of its fpreading over the world, it was impoflible for him to 
agree, that the prefent difiraiStcd (late of France fuinifoed any 
iecurity on which this country either could or ought to place 
reliance* With refpedt to what had been faid of clamours 
for peace, perhaps fome perfons might be ready to join iii 
fuch clamours, whofe real obje£ls -were very different from 
their pretence, and who were by no means friendly to the 
Conditution of this country : but, be their motives what they 
may, he did not. like to appeal to fimple illiterate perfons in 
great qiiedions of date ; not, from any want of confideration 
with refpeft to fuch perfons, but hccaufe they are really in- 
capable of forming a jud opinion Upon fuch quedions, which 
lire quedions of judgment, — particularly, with regard to war ; 
however clamourous fuch people may be from their didreffes, 
this ought to have no weight in deciding as to the merits of the 
war* Nor are fUch perfons liable to fuffer only from the 
effects of war — manufaflurers, for indaiice, are liable to be 
thrown out of employment by the caprice of fafliion* Befides, 
fiich people would prefer their own immediate intered to the 
future good either of this country or of the world. Mr. Wind- 
ham faid, thatagamd fuch impreffions he hoped that Houfe 
wmild be guarded, and that they would aft upon larger views, 
fbr the intered of this country, and of tlie red of Europe i 
for his part, feeling that we have no W, as we had before, eveiy 
diing at dake, — that, fo far from bfeing Unfuccefsful in the pro« 
locution of the war, we have hitherto been prolperous,— and 
ihat thofe depredatioxi^ which our trade wu at filrft 
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threatened, have paflfed away, — ^feeling alfo the difficulty of 
getting a combination of powers fufficient to attain fhe fecurity 
aimed at, and the almoft impoffibility of again forming Ittch, 
combination, if once diiTolved, he muft confider an attempt, 
on our part, to make peace, under the prefent circumftances, 
as next to madnefs. Were he indeed to conjefture what muft 
be the wifti of thofe who not only approve French principles, 
but wifli to fee them introduced into this country, he would 
fuppofe it to be that this very motion fliould be adopted . which 
had been now brought forward by his right honourable friend. 
He had not certainly a doubt of the purity of his motives, but 
he was fure that nothing could have led his riglu honorirabic 
friend to make fuch amotion, except a total diffeience from 
him in opinion as to the great points upon which this oueftion 
appeared to him to turn. He begged, however, to warn flie 
Hoiife againft allowing themfelves to be fo far led away, from 
a defirC'for peace, as to diflblve the prefent confederacy till :f 
has fully attained the great objefts for which it vias formed. 

Mr. JEKYLL faid, that, with all his refpedl: for the accu- 
racy of expreffion of the right honourable gentleman who had 
juft fat down, he confefled himfclf perfeftly aftonllhed to hear 
him call the making peace an aft of infaniiy. The right ho- 
nourable gentleman had alked, who the perfons were who 
were clamorous for peace ? To this he would anfu-er, that 
they are thofe very perfons who, five months ago, were very 
felicitous for war, and who now, feeling its calamitous ef- 
feAs, and finding the only proper objedls of it attained, are 
become no lefs defirous of obtaining peace. He was much 
aftonilhed alfo, that the right honourable gentleman fhould 
have faid, that the bbjefts of the war could not be defined at 
its commencement. Were they not, he would alk, fecurity 
and indemnity ? Should the right honourable gentleman deny 
this, inftcad of moving for the reward of the invention of a 
time-piece, he would have been hiinfelf the inventor of a per- 
petual motion ; of which, as it was diflicult to trace any juft, 
caufe for its beginning, fo it would be impoffiblc to fee,any 
end of it. As to what had been inlinuated By the right ho- 
nourable gentleman, of difalfecllon in the defTrc of peace y if 
that hp difaffcAion, he acknowledged himfelf to be a difaffeft-t* 
pd perfon : he gloried in fuch dilafte^tioii; In his opinion^ 
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the obje£b of the war were not only attainable, but had beerij 
in fa£i, attajined — he meant in fo far as this country is con- 
c6nied. The foie obje6ls of this country were fecurity and 
indemnity ; though very different were the views of all thofe 
with whom we have allied ourfelves in carrying on the prefent 
war. Upon every confideration, the motion of his right ho- 
nourable friend had his mod hearty concurrence. 

Mr. BURKE faid, he was defirous, on fo great an occa- 
lion, to give his clear and decided, thcugh he hoped not a pdt- 
tinacious and obftinate, opinion. He conceived it to involve 
a queftioti which would decide for ever our conneftions with 
the Continent ; a queftion whether we (hould make war with 
all the powers of Europe, in order to make peace with France. 
That Houfe was called upon to fend up an adclrefs to the 
Throne, containing a mod bitter inveAivc againd three great 
powers of Europe ; and what was to be the confeqiience ? 
Did we mean to provoke thpm without an objeS ? If fo, it 
^as an idle invedive, without meaning. He would not enter 
into the, bufinefs of Poland, though’ he had certainly formed 
his own opinion upon it ; but he mud fay, that it was a wo- 
manifh proceeding, at bed, to rail, without doing more ; and, 
if we do more, we are at war with all Europe. He mud fiip- 
pofe, however, that the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox), 
whom he would fufpeft of any thing rather than of weak de- 
ligns, does really propofe the making an attack in order to re- 
ftore Poland. On this fubjeft of Poland, whatever were his 
fenliments, he would think it wife to hold his tongue ; for was 
it podlble for Great Britain to go to war v/ith Audria, Ruilia, 
and Prudia, with all the great powers of Europe, with no ally 
but France ? and what Government was tlnere.in France with 
which we could form an alliance i He remembered, in hif- 
tory,, when Charles the Twelfth difpofed of that country (Po- 
land}, and gave it another King ; did we, on that, or on other 
fimilar occafions, call upon France to adid us in lefcuing Po- 
land? No. France, indeed, would have been fufficiently de- 
litousof adiding us, but Great Britain and France could not 
then attempt it the fituation of Poland rendered any fiich at- 
tempt itn|>a{licable ; for, with T€fyc&. to us, it may be, in hAf 
centered as a country io the moon. But what is the Une of 
we are now defired to follow with refoed to thofe 
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powers with whom we have hitherto a£led in this war ? Shall 
we begin to defert them in the iirft moment of our being q|ll«- 
ed upon to attack? Shall we totally forget What they M 4 
'done, and how they had fought for us in defence of Hollandi^ 
in which we had fo great an intereft’’? The danger which 
then threatened Holland was formidable indeed, whpn att^cked 
by M. Dumourier, no mean man, whom he was rather gladt 
to ‘fee as a gueft here in London* Of him and hiaioo,OQO 
'S^ns Culottes the Aullrlans had cleared Holland, and^ in db^ 
ing fo, had flied torrents of their blood. Shall we then now. 
fay tiiat we are tired of the war, at the very inftant when we 
liave got a .glimpfe of hope, and before we have taken any one 
fortrefs. For his part, he reprobated fuch (Itameful perfidy# 
But when w'e fhall have excoiumunicated ourfelves from the 
whole band of European fovereigns, in order to treat with 
France, we can have no fccurity whatever for the performance 
of any treaty on their part, which can be equal even to the 
conftancy or confiftency of a fingle individual. He did not 
deny the ambition of the fovefeign powers of Europe ; but the 
queflion, in his opinion, came to be, which was that power 
whofe ambition was moft likely to prefs on Great Britain? 
The partition of Poland might poflibly be made fp as not to 
deftroy, or even to affefl in any great degree, the balance of 
power in Europe, The King of Pruffia had, indeed, taken. 
'Dantzick, and he was forry for it ; but had he taken the lives 
or the property of any individuals ? He hoped it would not 
conceived that he approved of this ; but he mud confider the 
different conduS of France, and oppofe to it the deteftable 
principles of their in/amous decree of the 15th of December# 
He had not heard that, either in Poland or in Daiitzick, any 
one clergyman had loft his living, or that any man had loft his 
life or property. The beginning of a war mull always be the 
moft expcnfive part ; and yet, after having incurred all this 
enormous expcncc, we are now called upon to put an end to 
the war, before it has been pollible to derive any fruits from 
it. On two former occafions the right honourable gentleman 
{Mr« Fox} had cenfured, in ftrong terms, the ctmdud; of the 
right honourable the Chancellor of the Exchequer in makuig 
armaments, without doing any thing more ; anti (bali we now 
dgfire him to do fo a third time ? The right honourable gen- 
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tleman had faid, that if we wait till there (hall be a fettled 
Gc^Verniitent in France, we may wait forever ; but, in direifl 
comradidtioh to this, the right honourable gentleman himfelf 
has all along urged this propofttion, that anarchy cannot laft 
Imig, whik defpdtifm generally reigns for a confiderable 
length of time. With whom, indeed, could we treat at pre*. 
fent? M. Le Brun, with whom fo lately we were called on 
to treat, was now in jail, and might date his difpatches 
from my prifon in the Abbaye, the firft year of liberty ! 
We have him fad — that is one advantage. — Claviere, another 
Minider, was indeed not confined ; but then he was returned 
won ejl inventus. Or lhall we treat with M. Egalite, who, the 
other day, promifed himfelf to be Lieutenant dreneral of the 
Crown of France, but who is now in the dungeon of 
Marfeillcs? or with Rcdand ? Roland is in prifon too; 
but Mrs. Roland was faid to a£l as Minifter, and (he too 
is in prifon, whether along with her hufband or feparate fiom 
him he could not tell, and he did not know if our AmbalTador 
could get accefs to het ; or if he did, whether her hufband, 
being very uxorious, might not be very jealous ? Could he 
give a recommendation to his friend Marat, he was afraid fuch 
recommendation would not be much attended to ; but (hould 
he, in this (late of confufion, go to that virtuous character, 
he would advife him to leave his watch behind him. But 
what were the principles upon which this negociation were to 
be carried on ? He would (hew our of the mouth of this very 
Bridbt what the French at leaft thought on that fubjefl. It 
was the Report of a Committee, of which he was the head, 
upon the fubje£t of a treaty with Geneva, in which he af- 
firmed, ^Mhatvtreaties were ufelefs, and could not bind the 
people who were to be united by principles alone ; and there- 
fore to make treaties with any other fovereign power was dif- 
graceful in a free people.*’ There was a fecret in all Govern- 
ments which might be termed Ihe moving fpringtand momen- 
tum to a£lion ; and this we find in the Fr^ch fyfiem tp cop- 
fift in a total difregard of all treaties. It had been faid, (hall 
we interfere for the purpofeof obtruding on the French whaN 
ever (hallhnhink fitting for them? 

He was of opinioni that npeemntry could force a partictilar' 
forni^of governmem upon another, but that all received fuch a 
l 
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me as v^as under all the circumftances of the ^{e inoft 
Co their fituations. Governments were, in this inllance^ like 
indWiduals, no one had a right ofGcioufly to obtrude with ^ 
advice, or undertake the management of another’s 
but if a man were guilty of the txxoft indecent outrages, if be 
were to attempt to murder his wife^ to ilarve his children, or 
to burn his habitation, (hall we not interfere to prevent attacks 
Upon our feelings and our fafety ? He remarked, that there 
Ivas one grand fophidry that run through the whole of the 
eight honourable gentleman’s fpceches, namely, that we made 
War on f ranee, while de fa£to {he made war upon us, and that 
too at a time when Dbmourier was aSeding to treat with us. 
He infided.that it was a travelling delufion, that nations were 
not to interfere with each other \ for if any nation endeavour- 
ed to confufe, to trample upon, violate, or defpife, the rights 
of others, the intcrefts of human focieiy required that all 
ihould join againd them. If, by the fubverfion of all law 
and religion, a nation adopts a malignant fpirit to produce 
anarchy and mifehief in other countries, it is the right of na- 
tions to go to war %vith them. In fupport of this doftrine, he 
quoted the authority of Vatel, who lays it down, ** that if 
one nation adopt principles maleficent to all government and 
order, fuch a nation is to be oppofed from principles of com- 
fiion fafety.” This, he infided, was the fpirit of France ; 
and what was to keep the efFefls of it from England ? War, 
and nothing elfe. Until, therefore, we could find that fecti- 
rity in their principles and pradices which could alone make 
peace permanent, he would never agree to prodrate the Throne 
of Great Britain at the foot of any National Convention .or 
jacobin Club whatever. He then drew a pifture of a Britilh 
Ambaflador making tht amende honorable the National 

Convention. To this end, he would have the drd blood in 
the land fent^ to make the amende more complete : there he 
fhould (land with a white (heet on, and a torch in his hand, 
all the ghadly regicides in rows about him, the Prefident (ha- 
kin^ the bloody head of Louis XVI., to make the amende 
mole horrible; which being accomplifhed, Danton, with 
his bloody jaws, would give him a civic j^ifs in token of 
adoption. To fuch a cesemony he could never agree, md 
therefore he mud refill the prefent motion. 




Mr. Chancellor PITT faidj, after what has been already fd 
ably iirgedi I do not» in the prefent Aage of the debate^ con- 
teiye it neceSary to fpeak to the merits of the queftion. Thd 
atmOft tinanimoUs dall of the Honfe (hews, that on that point 
they have already fufEcientiy made up their minds. But fome- 
thing has been alledged in the general groiinds on Which the 
motion IS brought forward, and particular allufions have been 
made to mcj which I cannot allow to pafs over in filencb. The 
motion has been introduced by the honourable gentleman oh 
the eVe of the end of the feflion, no doubt as i folemn exprefl 
lion of the fentiments entertained by him on the prefent ftatd 
of affairs, and I (hould be forry that my opinion on the prefent 
occafion (bouid be at all equivocal. I do not then hefitate to 
dechre this motion is in itfelf the moff impolitic and prepofte** 
rous which could poflibly be adopted, the moft contradiftory 
to thofe general principles which at all times ought to regulate 
our condiidt, and the moft unfuitable to thofe particular cir- 
cumftances in which we are now placed. Such is my opinion 
of the nature of this motion, which points out to us a line of 
condu(£l wc can by no means purfue, namely, to make peace 
Upon terms which even, if within oUr reach, we ought not to 
accept, but which, A fad, is only calculated to amufe and 
delude the people, by holding out to them a poffibility of peace, 
when, in reality, peace is impoflible, and thus ferve to create 
groundlefs difeontents and diifatisfadion with the prefent fitu- 
ation of affairs. Are wc, I would afk, in purfuance of this 
motion, to be content with merely the French relinquifliing 
thofe conquefts which they have unjuftly made without either 
obtaining reparations for the injuries they have already done 
us, or fecurity againft their future repetition. There might, 
indeed, be fituations in which we might be compelled to adopt 
fuch a condud. Againft ncceffity there is no poffibility of 
contending. But, indeed. It would be rather ftrange if we 
Ihoulddo that at the beginning of a moft fuccefsful war, which 
could only be advifcable at the conclufion of a moft difaftrous 
one. It would be a principle rather fomewhat new, if, when 
unjuftly attacked, and forced into a war, we Ibould think pro- 
per toceafe from cll hoftilities, asfoon as the enemy ftiould be 
unwilling to fiipport their attack, "^'and go on with the war. 
fuch been tite cafe in aoy of the moft favourite periods of 
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the hiftory of this country, to which thc hdnbotkMegi^tleii^ 
was fo fond of alluding I Where could he find Ihch prini 6 iplb 
in any of thofe wars which this country had carried on in fu^ 
port of its independence? And if fo, what was there itt the 
jpeculiar 'fituation of the Frenfh> the difiurbers of the peacb of 
Europe, and the unprovoked aggreflbrs of , this country, that 
ihould require any other meafure to be dealt to them, than 
.what we had been accuftomed on former occafions to afford to 
ox][ enemies. With a profpeft of fuccefs fo great as we had 
in the prefent moment, were we to grant them an impunity 
for all thefe defigns which they had fo unjaftly formed and at* 
tempted to carry into execution? Would this tend in any de- 
gree to remedy the temporary inconvenience to this country, 
which the honourable gentleman has dated as refulting from 
the war, but which, in reality, is produced by collateral caufes i 
In no cafe would the conduct here pointed out be expedient.^ 
But of all cafes, where we ought not to dop merely becaufe 
the enemy dops, is that where we had fuffered an injury with- 
out having either obtained reparation or fecurity. This I will 
illudrate'by what is at prefent our fituation. And fird I will 
afk,. what was the date of this country with refpeft to Prance, 
previous to the declaration of war on her part. We then con- 
tended, I. That die had broke a treaty with our allies, which 
we were bound to fupport. 2 . That die had engaged "in 
fehemes of ambition arid aggrandizement, inco’iflftent with 
the intereds of this country, and the general fecurity of Eu- 
rope. 3 . That die had entertained principles hodile to all 
Governments, and more particularly to our own. In con- 
fcquence of all thefe circumdanccs, you then declared in 
addredes to His Majedy, that if proper fatisfaftion was 
not obtained, a war mud be the confequence. But while 
this was in’ agitation they had themfelves declared war, and 
been guty of a fudden and unprovoked aggredion upon this 
country. ‘ Is then that aggredion, the climax of all their inju- 
ries, to induce you'to abandon thofe realbnable views of iatis- 
fa£tibn which before you entertained. The necedity of fecu- 
rity againft thofe three points, their difregard of treaties, their 
projeds of ambition, and their dangerous pridfeiiptes, certamly 
becomes greater, inafmuch as their injuries are increafed by th^ 
aggredion. The argument* then for fatisfadion, infold of 
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being dimlnifliedi derives greater ftrength from this lad cir** 
cumfiance. Indeed if we were foiled, we might then be in« 
duced^to abandon thofe views '^ith which we had fet out, to 
fubmit to the hardlhlp of our fate, and to receive fuch terms 
as nedeflity might di£late. But thofe terms which the motion 
prefcribed are not fuch as are to be aimed at in the firft inftance^ 
but fudi as are only to be fubmitted to in the lail extremity* 
The qucftion then is, whether we fhall now court calamity, 
whether we (hall, after a mod fuccefsful commencement, vo- 
luntarily fubmit to all the mod direful confequences of failure ‘ 
and defeat ? At prefcnt we have both right and intered on our 
fide. Shall we abandon both ? Shall we, with the means of 
doing ourfelvesjudice, pafs by the mod repeated and aggravat- 
ed injuries, and grant peace to thofe whofe unprovoked ag- 
greflion alone compelled us to arm in our own defence r The 
quedion refolves itlelf into this ; Shall we, from a view of the 
prefent fituation of the belligerent powers, rifk more by vigo- 
roufly perfiding in the war till we have obtained its objedls, 
or by abandoning it without either reparation orTecurity ? I 
fhall only put the quedion, and leave it to you to decide.— 
Allow me only to fubjoin a few remarks with reference to 
fome points urged by the honourable gentleman who made the 
motion. We thought it neceflary in the fird indance, upon 
being attacked, to enter vigoroufly into the war. Did wc not 
fee the evils which we might expeft to encounter in carrying it 
on ? Were we infenfiblc of thofe calamities with which 
every war is attended ? Have thefe evils and calamities turned 
out to be greater than at fird were expcdled and forefecn? 
On this point I lhall not refer you to the inflamed exaggerations 
of the honourable gentleman, who predidled from the war, 
even in' its commencement, every poflliblc calamity, fuch as 
the mod alarming difeontents at home, the total damnation of 
commerce, and interruption of public profperity; and who 
reprefented that its infallible confeqiience mud be not to check 
the fchemes and repulfe the progrefs of the enemy, but, on the 
contrary, to unite their views and concentrate their vigour. 
No— however judified I might be in taking this datement, I 
iball refer you/only to the more moderate apprehenfions of 
thofe who, though convinced of the neceflity of the war 
were not infeniible to its. dreadful confequen.ces. Thefe ap- 
prehenlions happily have been difappointed, and the\ery re- 
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'rerfe of thofe calamities, which there was but too much reafba 
to dread, has taken place. The war has been attended, even 
in its outfet, with the mod brilliant, rapid, and unexpeflied 
fuccefs. The views of the enemy have experienced a moft 
effedual check, and every circumftance concurs to favour the 
hope of our being able completely to accomplifli every objeft 
of the war. Was there any thing then in this fituation to in- 
duce us to abandon our views of reparation and fecurity ?— 
^^erewe to give up our claims of fatisfaflion, merely becaufe 
we had been beyond example fiiccefsful in repelling an unjuft 
attack? To urge this point, would indeed be wafting the 
time of the Houfe. The only queftion that remained was, at 
what period, and from what fituation of affairs, we were to ob- 
tain that reparation and fecurity which we defired? How 
long were we to wait for thefe objefts ? Were we to place 
them upon circumftances which might never happen, and thus 
purfue them without any poffibility of attaining our end, 
which might be the cafe if we looked to the eftablifhment of 
any particular Government in France? The anfwer to thefe 
queftions, like the degree of fecurity and reparation to be ob- 
tained, depended upon circumftances of comparifon. I de- 
clare, that on the part of this Government there was no inten«- 
tion, if the country had not been attacked, to interfere, in th« 
internal affairs of France. This was clearly proved by the 
fyftcm of neutrality, on our part, fo ftridlly obferved. But 
having been attacked, I affirm, that there is nothing, either 
in the addreffes to His Majefty or the declarations of his fer- 
vants, which pledges us not to take advaritage of any Interfe- 
rence in the internal affairs of France that may be neceffary. I, 
for my own part, repeat, that I have given no fuch pledge. 

I do not fay that if, without any interference, fufficient fecu- 
rity and reparation could be had for this country, I would not, 
in that cafe, be of opinion that we ought to abftain from a(l 
interference, and allow their Government to remain even* 
upoa its prefent footing. But I confider the queftion of ob- 
taining thefe, while the fame principle that now prevails, con- 
tinues to aftuate their Government, to be ej^emely difficult, 

I will not fay altogether iffipoffible. But f ftipuld certainly 
think, that the beft fecurity we could obtain, would be in the 
end of that wild ungoverned fyftem, from which have refulted 

4R a 



PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

thofc' injuries againft which it is neceflary to guard. There 
are, however, degrees and proportions of fccurity which^may 
be obtained, and with which we ought to reft fatished ; but 
^thefe muft depend upon the circumftances that (hall afterwards 
arife, and cannot be afeertained by any previous definition. 
But when you have feen yourfelves and all Europe attacked — 
when you have feen a fyftem eftablilhbd, violating all treaties, 
difregarding all obligations, and, under the name of the rights 
of Man, uniting the principles of ufurpation abroad, tyranny ■ 
and confufion at home-^you will judge whether you ought to 
(it down without fome fccurity againft the confequences of 
fuch a fyftem being again brought into aftion. And this fe- 
curity, it appears to me, can only be obtained in one of three 
modes — ift. That thefe principles fliall no longer predomi- 
nate ; or adly. That thofe who are now engaged in them 
(hall be taught that they arc impracticable, and convinced of 
their own want of power to carry them into execution ; or 
3dly, That the iflue of the prefent war fhall be fuch, as by 
weakening their power of attack ftiall ftf engthen your power of 
rcfiftancc. Without thefe, you may indeed have an armed 
truce, a temporary furpcnlion of holtiliiicsi but no permanent 
peace; no folid fecurity to guard you againft the repetition of 
injury and the renew al of attack. If on thefe points we have 
made up our minds, if wc are determined to profecutc the war 
till we fliall obtain proper fatisfa£lion, and at leaft be able to, 
provide fome fecurity for tlie continuance of peace, the pre- 
fent motion can only tend to fetter the operations of war, to 
delude our fubjeds, to gratify the fadious, to inflame the 
difeontented, to difeourage eur allies, to ftrengthen our ene- 
mies. What could be the effed of any ncgociation for peace 
in the prefent moment ? It is not merely to the charader of 
Marat, with whom we would have to treat, that I objed ; it 
js not to the horror of thofe crimes which have ftained their 
Legiflators, crimes in every ftage rifing above another in 
point of enormity ; but I objed to the confequences of that 
charader, to the efFed of thofe crimes. They are fuch as 
render negociati9n ufelefs, and muft entirely deprive of ftabi- 
lity any peace which could be concluded in fuch circum- 
ftances. Where is our fecurity for the'performance of a trea- 
ty, where we have neither the good faith of a nation, ncfr the 
rafponfibility of a Monarch. The moment that the mob of 
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Paris becomes under the influence of a new leader, mature 
deliberations are reverfed, the molt folemn engagement 
are retraced, or free will is altogether controled by force. 
*In every one of the ftages of their repeated revolutions wc 
have faid, Now wc have feen the wwft, the meafure 
of iniquity is complete, we /hall no Idngerbe /hocked or 
aftonifhed by the contemplation of added crimes and in* 
creafing enormities.** The next mail gave us reafon to 
reproach ourfelves with our credulity, and by prefenting us 
with fre/h crimes and enormities flill more dreadful, excited 
impreffions of new ailoniflimcnt and accumulated horror. All 
the crimes which difgrace hiflory have occurred in one country, 
in a fpace fo fhort, and with circumftances fo highly aggravat- 
ed, as outrun thought and exceed imagination. Should wc 
treat with Marat, before we had fiiulhed the negociation hfi 
might again have defeended to the dregs of the people from 
whom he fptung, and have given place to a ftill more defperatc 
villain. A band of leaders had fwayed the mob in conftant 
fucceflion, allrcfembling in guilt, but rifmg above one another 
in point of enormity, each flriving to improve upon the crime 
of his predecclFor, and fwell the black catalogue with new 
modes and higher gradations of wickednefs — 

^tas Parentum pejor avis tulit 

Nos nequiores, mox daturos 
Pregeniem vitiofiorem. 

No treaty can cxift on their good faith independent of the terms 
of peace. Could they be bound by engagements more folemn 
than thofe to which they had pledged themfelves in return for 
our neutrality ? What new engagements can be more binding, 
or from what part of the charaiEler of the leaders, or what change 
in the principles of aftion, can we expeft greater good faith, 
or /IriiEler attention to engagements, than were exhibited by 
their predccclTors? To make a treaty with them would only be 
to afford them an opportunity of breaking it off before it was 
fini/hed, or violating it in its very commencement. But if the 
motion can anfwer no good purpofe, can it anfwer no bad one ? 
Might it not ferve to encourage the French\ What the honour- 
able gentleman reftrved as the laft part of his argument, feemed 
particularly to have this tendency, the conclufion which he 
drevtt of the neceflity of a peace from the fituation of thc coun-^ 
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try. If we are really come to that period, of diftrefs and emr 
barraflment, that peace upon fuch terms is neceflary, we muft 
ind^ fubmit to the decrees of Providence with fuch refigna- 
tion as We would fubmit to the facrificc of our independence. 
If the period of our ruin is come, we muft prepare to meet the 
fete which we cannot avert ; we cannot meet it in any (hape 
more dreadful than that which is propofed by the motion of the 
l^onourable gentleman. But our fituation is not yet fo defpe- 
ratc. With refpeft to the embarraflment of credit, and the 
confequent interruption of commerce,' I may fafely fay, that 
none have watched it more carefully than myfelf, none can 
have felt it more anxioufly. The honourable gentleman ftates 
the means of relief, which have been adopted by the Legifla- 
ture, as, in his opinion, a proof of the extent of the calamity. 
For my part, I have formed a very different conclufion. The 
effed of the relief held out by the Legiflature, even before it 
was experienced, was completely to reftorc confidence and vU 
gouT to commerce— a proof that the embarraffed ftate of credit 
was only temporary, and, in a great mcafure, accidental. It 
dearly was not the effed of the war in wlilch this country was 
engaged, but was influenced by. the ftatc of the Continent, 
where the war had previoufly fubfilled, and where it had taken 
away the market for our commodities. This embarraflment 
then could only be aferibed to that caufe which had produced 
fomany other calamities — that deftroying fplrit on the Conti- 
nent, which devours not only the fruits, but the feeds of in- 
duftiy — w^hich overturns the very altar of fociety, and lets loofe 
upon the world all the horrors of anarchy and dcfolation !— 
The queftion then is, whether we fliall perfeverc in thofe ex- 
ertions, by which we may at lead remove this inconvenience, 
while, in co-operation with our allies, w^e ftrive to remove its 
caufe — z caufe which, if not checked, might have led tp dif- 
iTcft and ruin ? The prefent motion, by magnifying the incon- 
renience which wc have fuftained into a calamity, is calculated 
to give a falfc impreflion, and give to what at mod could only 
be the obje£l<of apprehenfion at home, all the mifehievous con- 
fequencesof a real diflrefs abroad. It is calculated to difeou- 

rage our allies, and^infpirt our cnemiespwith confidence. 

Having thus given my opihiojn as a Member of Parliament, 
there are fome aliufions which have been made to me, as a 
Menotber of the Cabinet, which I am (Called upon to notice. 1 
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have only to fay, that if ever that honourable gentleman (hould 
be a Member of the Cabinet, I truft that he will be better in- 
formed of the proceedings of the councils of other nations, than 
at prefent he feems to be with what every man would jlefire to 
have fome acquaintance with, thofe of his own. He fiated^ 
that he brought forward his motion with a view of giving fup- 
port to certain opinions which he underftood to be entertained 
in the Cabinet refpc(Sing the war. If he brought forward his 
motion from any motive of perfonal kindnefs to me, I have 
only to requeft that he will withdraw it. Not having lately 
been much in the habit of reading newfpapers, I could not 
cafily conceive to whom the honourable gentleman alluded. . 
Indeed, there is no propofition which I could deem fo impolitic ' 
to be brought forward by any of His Majefty’s fervants as the 
prefent motion^ If there is any difference in opinion between 
me and the other Members of tho Cabinet, 1 can only aflurc 
him, that I am the mod determined to oppofe the grounds and 
principles upon which that motion is founded. The queftion 
then is, whether, in conjundion with our allies, with whom 
our own profperity is fo ultimately connefled, and with thofe 
profpefls of fuccefs which our fituation affords, we lhall perfe- 
vere vigoroufly to oppofe thofe deftruftive principles with 
which, even though baffled at prefent, we may expeft to con- 
tend to the lateft hours of our lives ? and on this ilfue I allow 
it to reft. I have fpoke at much greater length than at firft I 
intended ; but on this fubjedl, whenever it occurs, I find it 
impoilible to keep thofe bounds which 1 had preferibed to my- 
felf, prompted as I am to enlarge by the deareft feelings and 
principles of my heart, affedlion and gratitude to my Sove- 
reign, and that duty which I owe as a member of the commu- 
nity. 

Mr. HUSSEY faid, that having feconded the motion, he 
begged leave, in a few words, to ftate his reafons. Read- 
mitted that it was difficult to make peace at prefent, but was 
that the thing moft difficult ? What was now become of all 
that furplus of revenue which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had formerly ftated as fufficient for the expences of the w^ar, 
without new taxes ? Where were now th\ weekly accounts 
of incrcafing revenue ?*' Was he fure that*he could carry on 
the war for one year more, without great additional taxes, or 
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Aat he could make fuch taxes produaivc ? The maniifac- 
t^^cp, it was faid, were not to be confulted on war or peace^' 
but let gentlemen tecolied, that confulted or not, the manu* 
fa^urer^ muft pay the bill ; and let it alfo be confidered, how 
far . they were able to bear more than was already laid upon 
them* He fupported the motion, as tending to prevent all 
thofe evils from French principles, which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer fo much dreaded, and which, in his opinion^ 
war only could produce. And he muft alk him again, for his 
own fatisfadion, and that of his conftituents, whether he 
himfelf did not tremble for the eiFedts of the war on our 
finances and ppblic credit ? What the fuccefles of this war 
had been, he could not fee, or that we were a bit nearer the 
objed now profeffed, than when the war began. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, he could not flatter himfelf 
that the war could be carried on another year without frelh 
taxes. The revenue for the laft quarter was certainly lefs than 
for the correfponding quarter of the year preceding ; but the 
difference was not greater than had occurred in years where 
there was no falling off^ on the whole. The ftagnation of our 
trade was owing only to temporary caufes, which were daily 
ceafing to operate, and would be lefs and lefs every year, in 
proportion to the progrefs of our arms. He was fanguinc in 
his hopes of the produce of the Revenue, becaufe, that in all 
former wars, while wc had a fuperioiity at fea, our trade had 
increafed. 

Mr. WHARTON faid, that he thought the Minifter ought 
to be ferioully alarmed at the continuation of the war, if he con- 
iidcred the deficiency of the revenue, or the declining Rate of 
our commerce and manufadures : — h^ was convinced, from 
an attentive confideration of both, that the country was un- 
equal to fupport a war ; but,, that if others were not of that 
opinion, and that war was to be perfevered in, he thought the 
condud of it fhould be committed to perfons more attentive 
to the ftate of our finance than the prefent Minifter, whofe in- 
attention or incompetence muft appear from this, — that he 
had in feven years of peace, from 1783, added thirty-feven 
milltons to the national debt. It appeared from the Appendix 
to tbe'iith Report of the Comniillioners pf Public Accounts^ 
preiented to the Houfe in 1784, that about the latter end of 
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1783 (when Mr. Pitt came in} the unfunded debt was a littliS 
above eighteen million; before the commencement of the 
prefent war it was admitted to be about thirteen million|5.*^Xli 
feven years, from 1783, taxes to the amount of above two 
millions annually had been laid *on the people, which, at the 
prefent price of (locks, would require fifty-two millions to re- 
deem ; from which fum if you dedudl the difference between 
the unfunded debts, and the fum faid to be paid off by the 
CommiffiOners for liquidating the national debt, which was 
ten millions, the remainder thirty-feven millions have been 
added by the Minifter to the fum of the national debt during 
feven years of peace and unexampled profperity.— He faid, 
that, in cafes like the prefent, he thought it the duty of Mem- 
bers of that Houfe to furnijlh the Houfe with fuch documents, 
to prove the decline of manufafture and diftrefs of manufac- 
turers, as they might be able to vouch the authenticity of 
He (hould read to the Houfe fome papers he held in his hand 
to prove both : — he then read fome letters to (hew the diffrefs 
of perfons in the (ilk manufa£ture, in the Metropolis and in 
Nottingham, where it was fo great, that poor rates were doub- 
led, and one thoufand perfons had been obliged to emigrate, 
and thofe who remained had not one fourth of their ufual work 
or wages. In Manchefler the efFefts of the war had been 
felt by a total (lagnation of credit fo early as the beginning of 
April, when public meetings were held, and means devifed 
to obviate it, which had totally failed of fuccefs ; and fo great 
was the diftrefs then, that within the laft’two months 13500 
men had enlifted from that town and neighbourhood ; and 
though fubferiptions had been liberally entered into for the re- 
lief of the poor members who were aSually (larving, and 
work, was now done, at 9d per pound, which had ufed to be 

done for 2s 8d per pound. From thefe and many other 

melancholy fails, he thought himfelf bound to oppofe the 
war ; and trufted other gentlemen would fuffer the vote they 
ihould that night give to be influenced by the conlideration 
of Tuch fimilar fails as muft have come to their know« 
ledge. 

Mr. FOX confelTed hynfelf unable to refi&the opportunity 
of troubling the Houfe for a (hort time, eveir at timt hour of 
the night, for the purpofe of replying to fome of the principal 
VoL.,XXXV. 4S 
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arguments that had been urged againft his motion. If an]r 
argument againft attempting to make peace vras to be drawn 
from a' fuppofed kind of tacit engagement of gratitude to th« 
Emperor for his afliftance in faving Holland, there could bfe 
no end of the war. He fhould ftate to the people of England, 
and efpecially that part who could not judge for themfelves, 
and were confequcntly mod liable to be deceived, the truth on 
that fubjeS. Was it meant in plain words that we were not 
to make peace till all the objefts which the Emperor migh<: 
propofe, fhould be fulfilled ? If that was the faS^, he wifhed 
in God’s name to knmv, if we could be informed, what thof« 
objeSs w^ere ? Were they juft ? were they honourable ? were 
they to the advantage of this country ? — No! they were fecret ; 
and we were to fpend our treafure and our blood to fupport 
that Prince, to rob the Eleftor of Bavaria of his territories. 
The Emperor had made no renunciation of all his objeils ; 
and fince this Court w^as to be drawn in to co-operate with 
whatever'might be his views againft France, it was a mock^y 
in the King’s Minifters to difclaim. intentions which they 
meant to carry into efFedl indircftly and circuitioufly, if not 
openly, in favour of the Emperor, With regard to the 
manufadlurcrs of this country, he did not deny, that they 
might be incompetent judges on the prefent queftion ; but, if 
they could not judge on the propriety of continuing the war, 
they muft abfolutely pay for its continuance. Then let us 
give them reafons for the meafure ; let us not delude them. — 
But could that be done ? No! for fo far from being able to 
tell them what thofe objects w^ere, the Hoiife had not inquired 
into them themfclves. An honourable gentleman had declared 
that the language which he had ufed that day ought not to be 
held unlefs it were to be followed by the drawing of the fword. 
After the language which that honourable gentleman had him- 
felf applied to France, at a time when we were boafting of 
our neutrality, he confelfcd, he did not cxpedl fuch a reproach 
from that quarter. That honourable gentleman bad fpoken 
of Mr. Briffot in a manner not very creditable to himfelf. ** He 
had judged of him from the writings of his enemies ; which 
was as unfair a^teft of his charadlcf, as it would be if any one 
were to judge of that honourable gentJeman’s charaftcr from 
wM had been written againft him by Mr. JHiaftings's friends. 
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As to the charaScr of the people now holding the govern^ 
merit of France, if that were to be urged as a reafon for con- 
tinuing the war, while they fliould continue in power, was 
this more or lefs than proclaiming that, fo long as thofe men 
remained in power, we would continue the war to puniih 
ourfelves, and not them for their crimes ,and enormities. 
This declaration, however, was much fairer than the argu« 
nient of the right honourable the Chancellor of the Exche.. 
quer. He had afTerted, that if we could obtain reparation and 
fecurity, the form of Government in France would be no ob- 
jeftion to our making peace, and, in his opinion, he had fpo- 
ken well. But he had afterwards dwelt on the difficulty of 
expefting fo favourable a circumftance. For his own part, 
he thought it much better to fay like the firft honourable gen- 
tlemany that we muft always wage war againft fuch a power, 
than like the right honourable gentleman alluded to, who faid 
that the exiftence of the power in France would be no objec- 
tion to peace, if peace could be properly attained, but after- 
guards infinuated the impofilbility of its attainment. If he 
underflood the right honourable gentleman aright, there were 
three fpecies of fecurity on which he might rely. The firft 
was a change of power in France. Was that our objeft ? 
If fo, we were at war with France for the purpofe of giving 
■'her a Conflitution. The fecond fpecies of fecurity was to 
arife from the perfons in France ftill entertaining the fame 
principles, but convinced by the chaflifement they might fuffer 
of the inefficacy of attempting to carry them into execution : 
but if our arms fliould prove victorious, as a fuppofition of 
that fecurity implied, would a people who had thus fevcrely 
fuffered be thus eafily convinced ? The third confifted in a 
relinquifliment of a part of their dominions; and if^fucli 
were the obje<S, had wc not already obtained tliat fpecies of 
fecurity ? If it were faid that we muft poflefs Normandy and 
Brittany, let Minifters fay fo ; and extravagant as the declara- 
tior^might appear, it would be intelligible. It had been alkcd 
by the right honourable gentleman, were we to flop, becaufc 
they had flopped, when France, by flopping, had only ceafed 
to do us an injury ? and ought we not to ^aftife them' for 
that injury? Yes! We ought to do both. Wehadchaf. 
tifed them, and therefore we ougiit to flop, becaufe they had 
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flopped* We had gained that fpecies of indemnity which the 
right honourable gentleman wilhed, by the capture of feme of' 
her Weil-*lndia ifiands. Did that right honourable gentleman, 
defire to profecute the war farther, merely that he might be 
the tool to ferve the unjufl: purpofes of feme German prince ? 
In the courfe of his whole argument he had talked as if this 
country was fuing for peace. This was weak. Was it fuing 
for peace, when the propofition had firft come from the ene- 
my ? With our miraculous fiiccefles and armies, the right 
honourable gentleman confidered a propofition of that kind as 
having the appearance of fuing for peace ; but, under fuch 
circumftances, would it not appear more like making an offer 
to grant it ? It would be manly, and not mean ; not bafe, 
but magnanimous. An honourable friend, Mr. Fox remark^ 
cd, (Mr. Windham) had afferted, that, afking for the objeft 
of a war, previous to its commencement, was a new princi- 
ple. He begged leave to give that pofition (and he Was furc 
his honourable friend undcrflood him to be fpeaking logically, 
not perfonally) the flatteft contradi£lion. Whenever war was 
commenced, it had been ufual to flate feme obje6l on which 
that war was to depend. Was a diilike to the dodirine of the 
rights of men to be puflied fo far, that the people were to be 
denied the right of knowing why they were to fuffer the ex- 
pences and diftrefles of war ? One right honourable gentle- 
man had faid, that to make peace with France would be to 
make M'ar with our allies ; but would not the example of over- 
tures for peace from Great Britain be rattier likely to produce 
z general peace on the Continent ? The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had faid, that our diftreffes were but temporary ; 
he hop(^ fo too. He believed he had like wife faid, that they 
were only imaginary : he (Mr. Fox) did not wifli to give his 
word where it might not be taken ^ but if he (hould like to 
pledge bis veracity to any fad, it would be to the dired con- 
trary. That right honourable gentleman had called his fpeech 
the commencement of the war a defponding one. He, 
however, did not think it was, under the exifting circum- 
(lanccs. As to the principles of the French Revolution, his 
opinion rems^rhed exadly what he had before ftated, though 
he faw and Uetefted their prefent fcandSdous pcrverfion* The 
extreme, however^ of their prmciples in favour ,of democracy 
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were not worfc than the fpecies of {principles which he hul 
heard urged in favour of royalty. He thought that of ail tho 
arguments, however, that had been urged againft royalty, none 
was more erroneous than that moft popular one which reQ^ 
on its expence. The expence of royalty itfelf was paltry, 
and not worth the attention of a great nation ; but if the pub« 
'lie were to be involved in the expences of a war for the pur- 
pofc of eflablifhing royalty in another nation, it was enough 
•to render them difgufted with royalty, and would give the ut— 
moft force to the revolutionary arguments on that fubjed):. If 
there were perfons among us who wiftied for the eftabliftiment 
of revolutionary principles in this country, he believed thjcir 
numbers to be very few ; to no defeription pf men could hU 
propofttion be fo odious as to men compofing a party of that 
kind. It was a propofition abhorrent to their intcrefts, and 
would inevitably crufh them. It was only by war that fuch 
people and fuch principles could thrive. On the queftidn of 
an interference in the internal concerns of France,i he fliould 
freely declare his opinion. He thought that fuch an interfe* 
rence ought not to be the objedl of this country ; but that if 
it were neceftary as a means of obtaining our objedl, it ought 
not to be difclaimed. As to what he had faid concerning a 
diiFercnce in the Cabinet, be had fpojken from the information 
of the right honourable gentleman’s friends, in the newfpapers^ 
on the fubjedt \ and they had adopted a new mode of ferving 
him by circulating fuch falfe reports. On the Cabinet he, 
for his part, could expe£): to have no influence ; butif what 
he could fay on the part of the public ever had any influence, 
he hoped it would at this moment. He had now done his 
duty : he had attempted to check the torrent of that calamity 
which the prefent war too fatally produced, and he fhould 
perfift in, and take the fenfe of the Houfe on the fubjedt of^ 
his motion. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT rofe to explain, that the right ho* 
nourable gentleman appeared to have mifunderftood him when 
he fpoke of hi$ having aiferted the diftreifes of this country to 
be imaginary. 

Mr. BURKE complained that, whether<^wing to any mis- 
conception or not} he had been mifrepref^ed by the right 
))ooom:a|)le gentleqwi. Ue particularly dweit dO dut |>a0i^ 
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of the right honourable gentleman's fpeech ih which he no- 
ticed what had fallen from him, relative to the declaration of 
war with the allies, being implied or induced, by our making 
peace with France. If the right honourable gentleman meant 
to cenfure him for what he had faid of M. BrilTot relative to 
the fubjeft of his opinion of treaties, he could inform that 
rig^t honourable gentleman that he had not been regulated by 
what profefled enemies had faid of that charader, but relied 
upon and,quoted the very fentiments of M. Briffot himfelf. '* 
Mr. W. SMITH rofe, and fpoke in favour of the motion, 
contending, that fo far from operating as a provocation to the 
allied powers, in a manner dangerous to Great Britain, it ap- 
peared to him calculated to have the bed efFe61;, and to tend to 
redore peace again to Europe. He enumerated the didrefles 
of the manufadlurers of this country, which he aflerted to 
have been produced by the war, and to have every appearance 
of being rendered progrelTive by its continuance. Having 
dwelt upon this topic, Mr. Smith lamented the favage enormi- 
ties which had taken place in France, and particularly the 
murder of the unfortunate Louis XVI., but faid that even 
modern hidory could afford proofs of equal indignity, and 
equal cruelty offered to crowned heads by thofe of the fame 
rank — a3s which were no lefs criminal and deteftable in 
themfelves, though, from habits of thinking, very prevalent 
in fociety, not regarded wth that abhorrence which they 
would have excited if committed by thofe whom perfons of 
royal dignity were apt to look down upon as the vulgar herd, 
unworthy of fympathy or attention. A right honourable gen- 
tleman (Mr. Burke) might talk of the lenity (liewn by the par- 
titioning powers to the natives of Poland ; bur the fadl was, 
that their particular condufl towards individuals was equally 
infamous with their general condudl in the partition of that 
unhappy country. They had indeed equalled the violent in- 
jullice of the proceedings of the National Coi^vcntion of 
France, by arbitrary decrees, banifhment, and confifeation. 

Mr. DRAKE oppofed the motion, and obferved, that to 
make peace with France would be to declare enmity with 
€very power in !l|Siirope. He believed, and he could anfwer 
for his own fe^riings, that all the Members of that Houfe, all 
to a man, wiflied for a fpeedy^ and honourable peace. But for 
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us, at this momant, to make peace with France would be to 
declare a war agaihft virtue* He would not, however, dwell 
oh a fubje£t which he had heard difculTed with fuch ability by 
a* Member who did honour to the city of which he was the 
loyal reprefentative— a city which of all cities he dearly loved, 
as he alfo dearly loved every man who was loyal, every mart 
who belonged to it. 

Sir WILLIAM DOLBEN objeftcd to the motion, on the 
ground of its being premature. It entered upon the bufinefs of 
treaties, which belonged exclufively to His Majefty, and which 
could not become proper objeds of the fcniiments, either of 
approbation or difapprobation, of that Houfe, till they wert 
finally concluded. 

The Houfe then divided, and there appeared 

For the motion, 47 ; Againft it, 187. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Wednejdayy igth June. 

Mr. ROSE moved, That a new writ be iflued for the bo- 
rough of Newtown, in the county of Southampton, in the 
room of Sir Richard Worfley, Bart, who had accepted of tha 
Stcwardfhip of the Chiltern Hundreds. 

Another new writ for the borough of Whitchurch, in the 
room of the honourable John Thomas Townfliend, now one of 
the Lords of the Treafury. 

** Another for the borough of Luggerfhal, in the room of 
S. Smith, Efq. deceafed. 

Another for the borough 'of Cockermouth, in the room 
of John Anftruther, Efq. now Juftice for Merioneth and Car- 
narvon, in North Wales. 

‘‘ Another for the borough of Liikard, in the room of Ed- 
ward James Elliot, Efq, who had accepted of the office of one 
of the Commiflioners for the affairs of India, with a falary. 

“ Another for the city of Edinburgh, in the room of the 
right honourable Henry Dundas, who had accepted of the office 
oft>ne of the Commiffioners for the affairs of India, with a 
falary. 

“ Another for Rye, in the room of the l^onourable R. B. 
jenkinfon, alfo one of the Commiffioners for tSg affairs of In- 
dia, with a falary.” Adjourned to 
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Friday^ ufijmt. 

Mr. ROSE movedy ** That the Speaker do ilTue his writs 
for the eledion of Members to ferve in Parliament for the btf- 
rooghs of Marlborough, Great Bedwin, and Shaftelbury. 

Mr. WIGLEY gave notice, that early in the next leflion 
he would bring forward a motion for the purpofe of taking 
the fenfe of the Houfe on the propriety of proceeding, from 
day to day, in the trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. 

Lord WILLIAM RUSSELL begged to call the attention 
of the Houfe to a fubjeft of the moft ferious importance. Gen- 
tlemen would recolle£l, that an ad; had palTed in the lad feilion 
of Parliament, enabling His Majefty to appoint a certain num- 
ber of new Juftices of the Peace, with fixed falaries. By that 
aft, three Juftices were inverted with powers, which were cer- 
tainly of a ftrong and unprecedented nature ; for they were au- 
thorifed to apprehend and commit perfons who had not been 
accufed of any fpeciiic crime or offence, merely on account of 
their being of a fufpiqious charafter ; and this meafure had 
been vindicated, as being neceflary for the prevention of crimes 
and for the fafety of the inhabitants of this great city. That 
it had not, in faft, produced any fiich elFefts, was too clearly 
evidenced by recent occurrences ; he therefore hoped that fome 
honourable gentleman, qualified for fuch a talk, would bring 
forward a bill early in the next feflion of Parliament, for mak- 
ing fuch alterations and amendments on the aft alluded to, as 
might m&ke it really produftive of the advantages to the Public 
which had been promifed from it ; if not, he meant now to 
give notice, that he would himfelf make a motion ftinply to 
repeal that aft. 

Mr. VYNER faid, that the fubjeft mentioned by the noble 
Lord was of fuch high importance, that he was furprifed to 
find no kind of explanation or anfwcr given from the other 
fide of the Houfe. This he would have expefted to have been 
d one, particularly by fome gentlemen of the long robe. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL did not conceive, Ahat 
what had fallen from the noble Lord called for any reply from 
him. The noble Lord’s obfervatioqs were founded on fafts, 
at to wludi )k had no accurate information, and he had only 
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learn* by hearfay that certain enormities hadjately been com* 
mitted, which certainly were much to be regretted. 

, Mr. BURKE faid, there was no doubt that the fubje£t men* 
tioned by the noble Lord was of the moft feridus confequence. 
The mod daring outrages and depredations had lately been com* 
mitted in the city ; but he did by no means believe that they 
had been owing to any remiflhefs in the Magiftrates ; he rather 
thought they were to be attributed to another caufe, viz. the 
want of a proper way of difpofing of convifls after, the period 
of their piinifhment had elapfed. [We underftbod that Mr. 
Burke here alluded to a number of convids having been lately 
difeharged from the hulks on the river.] The danger was, in 
this view, alarming indeed ; and he was in hopes, that till 
there was an opportunity for the interference of the Legiflature^ 
the executive Power and the Magiftrates would take upon them- 
felves to adopt fuch meafures as they fliould confider as eflen* 
tially requifite for the public fafety, although, perhaps, not 
ftridly warranted by law, trufting to an ad of indemnity. 

Lord WILLIAM RUSSELL •explained, that he had not 
the lead intention of imputing any blame to the ading Ma- 
giftrates. 

Sir FRANCIS MOLINEUX, Uftier of the Black Rod, 
being introduced at the bar, acquainted the Speaker that the 
King commanded the Houfe to attend His Majefty immediately 
in the Houfe of Peers. 

Accordingly Mr. Speaker, with the Houfe, went up to at- 
tend His Majelty ; where His Majefty was pleafed to give the 
. Royal affent to feveral public and private bills. 

After which, His Majefty was pleafed to make' a mofb gra- 
cious (peech from the throne, to both Houfes of Parliament, 
asfolloweth, viz. 

♦My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

THE firmnefs^ wifdom, and public fpirit^ by which your con- 
du^ has been eminently dijlinguijhed on the many important occa- 
Jions which have arljen during the prefent feJJionj demand my pe- 
culiar acknowledgements. 

Tour firm determination to fupport the ejiabfi^ed Conjiitutiony 
and the zealous and general concurrence in thatp^timenty which 
my fubjedis have Jo Jirongly and JeaJmably manifejledy could not 

Vot.XXXV. 4T 
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fml t9 check every attempt to dtfturh the internal repp/e of ihefe 
kingdoms s and you will^ Ij doubt ftot^ in your Jeverdl counties, 
encourage the ctmtimance of the fame vigilant attention to that im^* 
portant objeSi. 

The rapid end Jignal fucceffes which, in an early period of the 
campaign, have attended the operation: of the combined armies \ 
the refpeStahU and powerful force which you have , enabled me to 
emphy by fee and land; and the meafures which / have concerted , 
with other powers for the effectual profecution of the war, afford 
the bcjt profpeSt of a happy iffue to the important contejl in which 
we are engaged: It is only by perjeverance in vigorous exertions, 
and by endeavouring to improve the advantages already acquired, 
that we can hope to obtain the great etid to which my views are 
uniformly directed, the rejioration of peace on fuch terms as may 
be confiftent 'with our permanent fccurity, and ivith the general 
tranquillity of Europe. 

Gentlemen of the Houfe of Commons, 

I return you my particular thanks for the chearfulnefs and dlff 
patch with which you have granted the neceffary Jupplics; and I 
am happy to reJleSi, that you have been enabled liberally to provide 
for the exigencies of the public Jervlce in a manner Jo little burden^ 
feme to my people. 

My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

The arrangements which you have firmed for the Government 
of the Britiili territories in India, and for the regulation of our 
commerce with that part of the vuorld, will, I doubt not, fecure 
and augment the important benefits which we have already derived 
from thoje valuable poffejjions. It has been impojjible for me to fee, 
without concern, the embarraffment which has lately arifen In the 
Jlate of commercial credit \ but the Jieps which you have taken to 
prevent the progrefs of that evil appear already to have been produce 
tive of very Jalutary confequences ; and while they have afforded a 
Jlriking injiance of your attention to the interejls of my people, their 
effelf has furnijhed additional reajon to believe that the dijirejt, 
which has been felt, proceeded from a concurrence of temporary 
caufes, and not from any diminution offhe real wealth, or any fai^ 
lure in the perm^ent rejources of the country .^ 

I have much fatisfallion in refleSling on the effectual protefilion 
which I have been enabled to afford to the trade of my fgbjcSls 
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fmce the hrtciidn^ mt ef the war \ I am at the fame timt perfuaded 
that, if our commercial inter efis had unavoidably been affeSled to a 
more confiderable exteM, it would not hope been forgotten theet we 
ire contendpg for our future fecurity, and for the permanent pre- 
fenmtion of advantaget, the mef ftriking and the nuf valuable^ 
which any nation has ever, by the blejfing of Providence, beenper^ 
mitted to enjoy. 

And afterwards the Lord Chancellor, by His Msje%'s 
command, faid, 

My Lords, and Gentl^en, 

It is His Majfy's Royal will and pleafure, that this Pariio- 
tnent he prorogued to Tiitfday the iTfB day of Auguft next, to be' 
then hereholden; and this Parliament is according^ prorogued to 
Tuefday the ijfh day ^Auguft next. 


The Papers in the following Appendix, were laid on the tahU of 
the Houfe, for the perufal of the Members, 
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APPENDIX 


The SELECT COMMITTEE, appointed to take into Confidera- 
tion the prefent State of COMMERCIAL CREDIT, and to re* 
port their Opinion and Obfcrvations thereupon to the Houfe, 

H ave thought it incumbent on them, in proceeding to execute 
the orders of the Houie, to direct their attention to three 
^principal points : 

Firft— -Whether the difficulties at prefent experienced, or the pro- 
bability of their continuance and incicaie, are ot fuch uigcnt 
importance to the public intereft, as to require the interpolition 
of the Lcgiflature. 

Secondly — On the fuppoiition that fuch interpolition (hould be 
deemed ncceflary, what is the mod pra6ticabie aqd cffedual 
plan which can be adopted for giving relief. 

Thirdly— What meanb can beftiggefted for preventing the renewal 
of fimilar inconveniences. 

The confideration of the fird and fecond head appeared, in fome 
meafure, blended together ; and the third, though of great impor- 
tance^ appeanng to be lefs urgent in point of time, your Committee 
have thought it proper to fubmit to the Houfe fuch confiderations as 
occurred to them upon the two firft points ; referving the latter for a 
feparate report. 

Under the fiid of thefe heads, the notoriety of failures to a con- 
fiderable extent, the general emWraffnent and apprehenfion which 
has enfued, a coniidemtion of the necciTary connexion between dif- 
ferent mercantile houfes and their depcndance on each other, and 
the influence which the flate of commercial credit mud have upon 
the trade, the revenue, and general interrds of the country, appear- 
ed fufficient, without minute examination, to latisfy your Committee, 
that the prefent fituation drongly called for an immediate and effec- 
tual remedy, if any praifticable plan could be fuggeded for that pur- 
pofe. ^ 

In addition to this, the Committee had an opportunity of colled- 
ing, from feveral of their own members, inloimation grounded ei- 
fher on their general obfervation upon the fubjedf, or on their own 
immediate and i^rfonal knowledge. 

Your Committee, underdanding that fome fuggedions on this 
fubjed had been laid before the Chancellor of the Exchequer, on 
the part of feveral perfons of |^reat eminence and refpedability in the 
city of London, were of opinion that a communication of thefe fug- 
gedions would be material to the objeds of their inquiry, with 

m yiew of afeenaining the opinion of perfons of this defeription, 
both whji refold to the neceffity of fome reiaedyi and to the paru- 
f inwblcb it might be applied# 
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The Chancellor of the Exchequer accordingly laid before tfie 
Committee a paper which had been delt-vered to him on the ajd ttt^ 
flanty by the Lord Mayor and Mr. Bofanquet ; which is thrertedm 
the appendix to this report. He alfo ilated to the Cotnmitree, the ciir- 
cumitances which had le(l to this paper being drawn up : That he had 
received reprefentations from many different quarters, which induced 
him to believe, that the failures which had taken place, had begun by 
a run on thofe houfes who had ifllicd circulating paper, without being 
poiTeffed of fuflicient capital ; but that the confequences had foon^- 
extended thcmlelvcs fo far as to affc(^t many hnufes of great foUdity, 
and poilciled of funds ultimately much more than fufheient to anfwef 
dll demands iqxtn them ; but which bad not the means of. converting 
thofe funds into money, or negociable fccuritics, in time to meet 
the preffure of the moment — That the fiulden difcrcciit of a confider- 
able quantity of paper, which had been iffued by different banks, in 
itfelf produced a deficiency of the circui ting medium, which in the 
ordinary courfc of things could not be immediately replaced ; and 
that this deficiency occalioned material inconvenience in mercantile 
tranfadVions — That in addition to this immediate effcdl, thefc circum* 
fiances allb were rcprefCnted to have induced bankers ai^d others to 
^keep in their hands a greater quantity of money than they thought 
neccffiry in the ufual train of bufinefs, and that large Aims were 
thus kept out of circulation, and great difficulty arofc in procuring 
the ufual advances on bills of exchange, particularly thofe of a long 
date— That many perfons were faid to be poileffed of large flocks of 
goods which they could not at prefent dii'pofc of, and on the credit 
of which they could not raife money — 'f'hat this occalioned an in- 
terruption of the ufual orders to manufaiflurers ; which circumftancc, 
together with the inteN-ruptlon of the means by wliich they were en- 
abled to make their weekly payments, tended to prevent the employ- 
ment of a number of perfons engaged in dilfcrent manufaflures— 
That thefe evils were rcprefciucd as likely rapidly to incrcafc iii a 
very fci ious extent, if fome extraordinary means were not adopted to 
reftore credit and circulation — That in confequence of thefc fepre- 
Tentations, he had delircd a meeting of different gentlemen, in order 
to obtain the befl information in his power, refpeiling the extent 
of the evil, and the pollibility and propriety of any mcafurc to re- 
medy it— That after much difeuffion, all the gentlemen prefent 
feemed to agree in a very flrong opinion of the extent of the evil, 
though many objections at firfl occurred to any, plan for reinedying 
it — That in the refult, it was agreed to deft re the gentlemen, whofo 
names were mentioned in the paper now delivered, to meet the next 
day at the Manfion Houfe, to confidcr more particularly the pro- 
pofal for the ifflie of Exchequer bills, to a certain amount, to be 
advanced under proper regulations, for the accommodation of (uch 
perfons as might apply for the fame, and likewife the objeCHons to 
which fuch a propofal might be liable — And that the paper which he 
ha^laid before the Committee, contained the opinion bt the'fecond 
meeting. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer alfo gave an account to the 
. Committee of an application that had come within his knowledge for 
the accomn^odiition aiyl lupport of a houfe conntded with a* very 
important 'manufiiCluring dillrift. That the fum Wjinted for- the 
fiipport accommndetion of this Houfe wnii comparottvely v 
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mnd the fiscurity propofcd, as &e had undcrftood from very good au- 
thority« was admitted to be u^ueftionable $ but that the applica* 
tion had hitherto been iueficcluai. 

The Lord Mayor informed the Committee, that, in conformity 
to the iiatement mentioned by the Chancellor ot the Kxebequer, 
eleven gentlemen met at the Maniion Houfe on the a 3d, fcle^ied 
principally from that part of the preceding mecring, who had ex- 
preflla the greateft difficulties in finding out a remedy ; and, after a 
long difeuffion upon the fubjeift, they unanimo jfly were of opinion, 
that the interpofition of Parliament was iicceffary ; and that an ifluc 
of Exchequer bills, under certain regulations and ilipulations, was 
the bell practicable remedy. . 

Your Committee alfo received information from Mr. .Thorn- 
ton, Mr. Alderman Anderfon, and Mr. Chiiwell, Members of this 
Committee, with refpeft to infiances which bad fallen under their 
perfonal oblervation. to the following cfi'e6t : 

Mr. Thornton reprefeuted, that he was at this time acquainted 
with the litaation or five or fix mercantile houfes, who were in the 
polTeffion of large quantities of goodb, the produce of ' which would 
give them effedual relief; but that owing to the (lagnation of trade, 
and the impollibiliry of converting thefe goods into money, the 
houfes in quellion were under very great appreheufion of being 
fliortly obliged to (lop payment. 

He informed the Committee, that he was lately appointed a 
trullee for liquidating the concerns of a houfe in London, with cx- 
tenfive connedlions in the country, that had been obliged to fuf- 
pend its payments. Thar after the intervention of about three 
weeks, it had been enabled to pay its acceptances, and within twelve 
months would difeharge all its debts ; and that the partners had a 
reafonable expedlation of retaining a furplus of ioo,oool. And if 
they had had the opportunity of raifing only a moderate fum of 
money on the fecurities which they held, the calamity that befcl 
them, and their connedlions, might have been averted. 

Mr. Alderman Anderfon informed the Committee, that it had 
fallen under his own perfonal knowledge, that feven mercantile 
houfes, of known and undoubted property, and with a large quan- 
tity of goods on hand, now not falcable, are brought to very great 
di^efs from the fcarcity of money, and will not be able to make 
good their payments, if not aflifted; which would prove of very fc- 
rious confequence to many other merchants and manufacturers, to 
whom they Hand indebted. 

Mr. Chifwell dated, that the prefent mercantile diftrefs arofe 
from an alarming dagnation of credit, which on his knowledge had 
reduced ^ht houie.s of known and large property to dop their pay- 
ments. That he alfo knew others of the ume dcicription, who have 
had temporary affidance from him and others, but which will be in-> 
effectual, if they are doc forther relieved in a (hort time. He alb 
dated, that various applications had been made to him from^ djffis* 
rent houfes of undoubted and very confiderable capitals, which ia 
ordinary times, or even in times of preflure, he woTuld have affified; 
ai^ that he is now only withheld by the uncertainty to what exteitf 
the mi&hief may snereafe from the pitVent unexampled general 
glarm end wspit of credit. He alfo farther dated, tnat if thofe 
iloubt were i^t affided^ the confequence wouU bcj the immediate 
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failure of manyothere of good credit and fortune dependant oa’ 
them. ^ / 

Your Committee underftnnding that Mr. Gilbert Innei, adiredor , 
of the Royal Bank of Scotland, was at prefent in London, dehred 
his attendance, and received information from him to the foUowil^ 
effect. _ 

That as a diredtor of the Royal Bank of Scotland, he has bad 
many occafions to judge of the prefent Rate of commercial credit in 
Scotland. * 

That the country is in very great diftrefs; and the Wo chartered 
Bhnks will not be able much longer, with prudence to thcmfclvcif 
to furnidi the accommodation and fupport jicCciTary to different mer- 
cantile and manu fadtaring houfes, nor to the country banks ; and if 
fomething is not immediately done by Government, a very general ‘ 
failure may be* expedted ; and that many houfes with undoubted 
cffedls, and who would ultimately pay all demands aj^ainft themi^ 
will be involved, unicfs they can obtain a temporary relief. 

There have been fevcral failures, and a very confiderable one 
lately, which is connedied with manufadturers who may ultimately 
be involved, and where feven or eight hundred perfons are now 
employed. 

The cffedl of thefc failures, in his opinion, muft occafioh many 
manufadturers to be thrown out of employment, and he has heard 
fome were already difiniircd; and fuch is the prelTuro of the timss* 
that the diftrefs, if not ruin, of fevcral principal manufadturing 
houfes may enfue. Many manufadfurers would have been difmiflea, 
but for the liberal fupport their employers have received from the 
Royal Bank ; but that aflTiftance cannot, without imprudence, be con- 
tinued without extraoruinary aid. 

This profpcct of diftrefs to the manufadlurcrs, in bis opinion,’ arifes, 
not fo much from a failure of the ufual markets for the goods, at 
from the difficulty in difeounting in London and in Scotland, the 
long dared bills received for the goods. 

Great quantities of manufa<‘l:urcd goods belonging to manufadfu- 
rers in Scotland are now in Loudon, tor which, when fold, bills are 
granted for a fmail part ai three months, and the rcmaintjer from fix 
to fourteen months, the greateft part of which goods have been for- 
merly fold for long-dated bills, but are not fonow from the difficulty 
of obtainingldifcounts ; and hchas heard manufadlurcrsfay they were 
willing to fell tlieir goods with a confiderable lofs to obtain relief, 

by fales, for ready money. r r i. • 

Manufadturers frequently borrow money for the purpofes of their 
trade on pcrfonal bonds, great part of that money has been c^led 
for at Whitfunday next ( i Jth May ;) and from the ftate of credit in 
Scotland, he has rcafon fo think the manufadturers will not^be able 
to anfwcr ihcfc demands by borrowing on the former fecuritiet. 

The manufa^urerskeep as little ftock in their warehoufes as thev 
can, and as falliion varies he (liould chink the mercantile intereft 
would be more benefited by depofiting the raw matmals on pledge, 
than the manufadturer, however might indircdtly be benented 
by the advance. f . . 

He certainly thinks that the paper iflTued oh Government Wung', 
^nd advanced upon the depofic of goods, or other unqiicitionable 
private ietjjirity, would> wheu propcily underftood, be a material 
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itlief in theprefent diflrcfs of Gotland ; and he has no doubt feveral 
perfons migjht be found to concur in giving a joint fccurity for the 
rapport of copartnerfliips, with perfect fafety to the public. . 

He believes the quantity of paper circulated by the country banks 
has of late been confuicrably diminiflied, and their difeounts on bills 
of exchange greatly fo, fince thefe troubles began. With regard 
to^the Royal Bank, the circulation is nearly the lame, and the af- 
fitfance given to the country greatly fuperior to what it has given at 
afiy former period. 


In addition to thefe llatements, your Committee, when they 
were on the point of concluding their report, had the opportunity 
of receiving farther information from Mr. Macdowal, a Member of 
thisHoufe, who ihucd. That he is reprefentative in Parliament for 
the city ot Glafgovi , from whence he had this morning returned, 
and that he had there found all the commercial houfes and manu- 
factories in the greateft diftrefs, from the lute flagnation of commer- 
cial credit, and total want of private confidence. 

The prefent dlftrefs docs not appear to him to arifefrom a want of 
property or funds, but from the flop which has been lately put to 
difeounting bills at any of the Glalgovv, IVillcy, or Greenock 
Banks, who have not for fomc time part difeounted to any extent, 
from their notes being poured in upon them for gold, and from 
the alarm which the prefent fituatiun of credit in London has occa- 
fioned. 

The manufatflurers have plenty of goods on hand in London and in 
Glafgow, whidi they cannot fell but at fo reduced a price, as ren- 
ders it pcrfe^lly abfurd for them to think of difpofing of their goods, 
in order to obiain immediate relief. The manufai^Vurcrs, and thofe 
who have cotton mills, have began to difeharge the workmen em- 
ployed by tbcm duiing the laiHortnight ; and by a letter received 
from the Lord Provoft of Glafgow by him this morning, he learns 
that the manufacturerii have difeharged a very great number of work- 
men. There arc employed in Glafgow, Pallley, and their depen- 
dencies in different parrs of Scotland, about 160,000 men, women, 
and children. Any relief to be adminiffered, muff be given immedi- 
ate W to render it effcritual. 

The rel’ult of the iniormation thus obtained, confirms your Com- 
mittee in the general imprcllion which they have alYeady dated, 
and ftems to preclude the necelfiiy of requiring farther evidence as 
to the extent ot the evil, and the necellity of a remedy ; and the 
urgency of the occafion appears to render it highly delirablc to avoid 
all unneceflary delay. 

Your Committee, therefore, think it proper to ftute what has oc- 
curred to them under the fccond head of inquiry, without detaining 
the Houfe by" obfcrvaiions of any contiderablc length on circum- 
Ibnces which appear of themfeivcs fufficiently clear and forcible ; 
they think it, however, material to remark, that if the prefent dif- 
trefs were confined in its effeds to individuals, however they might 
regret the extent of private calamity, they ftiould not coniider the 
cafe as juftifying an extraordinary pulTfiCjintcrpofition ; much lefs 
Ibould the)k recommend fuch a meafurc, if the preiTure had been 
felt only bj houfes of doubttul credit, or who had fuftcred from the 
jconfcqueuces oi rafh and unwarrantable fpeculations } but it appears 



A P P E N D I % 

to 3rour Comoiittee, that the embarilKnnents arifing from the want 
of credit, have already afied^ed houTes of undoubted folidity, and 
fuificient ultimate refources, and that there is too much reaibn toap* 
p/ehend,^ that tliefe etobarrallments may extend in a degree whidi 
no individual exertions can counteract, with fulSicient etpeditioa 
and certainty, to prevent confequences of the moft ferious national 
imoortance. 

In proceeding to examine the iecond head of inquiry, it was on 
every account a great fatisfaCtion to your Copireittee to have the 
advantage of the fuggeflions contained in the plan which had b^n 
delivered to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and which has been 
already referred to. 

On the beft confidcration which your Committee could give to 
the fubje^, the principal objeCts to be attended to in any meafure 
for afforaing relief, appeared to be, to enable thofe who have fecu« 
rities ultimately good, but which would not be available till too 
diflant a period, to receive fucb advances as might enable them to 
^port the preiTure to which they might be expofed in the interval. 
^ furnifli fome medium of circulation, which might either di« 
reCUy or indireCtlv replace the quantity of currency fuddenly with- 
drawn ; and, by tne effeCt of theie mealures, to afford fuch auiftance 
to individuals as might revive confidence and credit. 

Such a meafure, under proper regulations, appears to be capable 
of producing, very rapidly, an eficS far beyond the amount of the 
fum difedly advanced, by fetting at liberty, and refioring to circu- 
lation, fums to a much laiger amount^ which are rendered in a man- 
ner ufelefs by the prefent ftagnation : it appeared to your Commit- 
tee, that this objed could not be eficAually attained but by advances 
iiTued under the authority, and refiing upon the fecunty, of the 
public. 

In adopting fuch a meafure, it is obvioufly necefiary to keep in 
view, that the alTifiance to be given mufi be coniidercd as merely 
temporar)*^, and arifin^ out of the very peculiar circumllances of the 
cafe, and alfoto ellablifh fuch regulations as may pi event, as far as 
pofiible, the accommodation intended to be afforded from being ap- 
plied to any perfons but thofe who, on the one hand, fiand in need o£ 
It from a real prefTure arifing out of the prefent circumfiances ; and 
on the other, can give fufficient fecuriiy for the re-payment of it. 
The latter circumftance is entitled to peculiar attention, for the pur- 
pofe of confining this accommodation to the defeription of pci ions to 
whom alone it can be permanently ufefuU or can be afforded with 
fafety to the public. 

Another confidcration of equal importance is, that it fliould be fo 
regulated as to furnsfh the oppoitunity to individuals to render their 
own exertions ultimately efieaual, without at the fame time givii^ 
fuch a degree of facility to their tranfadtions, as might lead to a re- 
laxation or fufpenfion of thofe exenions. 

*!fbe next material objedt which fugjgefts itfelf, is to provide, as 
far as the nature of the cafe will permit, that the diftribution of this 
afliflance fhould be condudted in fuch a manner as may beft iecurs 
the (afe and impartial annlication of it. 

On a confidcration o/m plafi above referred to^, it appears to your 
Committee, that it contains the outline of proviiion» adapted to all 
thefe objeds ; they have therefere made it uw bafis c| the pxqpofel 
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which thcjr think it their duty ||fo fuggeft to the Houfe, and hard 
adde^ fuch obfervations as, appear to theho to be neceffary, upon any 
of the panicukr points, in the order in which they occur in the 
plan. 

With refpei^ to the amount of the Aim to be iflbed, the Commit** 
tee are of opinion, that it will he advifeable to extend it to ^,ooo,oooh 
infiead of 3,000,000!. as originally fuggeAed. They are induced 
to do fonot only from wifliing to leave a conAderable latitude, in 
order the better to infurc that the relief propofed (hall be cffcdhial, 
but alfo from having thought it right tliat the advances (hould be 
made on the depolit of goods in certain principal out-'ports, as well ' 
as in Xondon, and from having had under their conAderation the 
information received with refpeA to Scotland. 

The intereft to be allowed on the Exchequer bills propofed to be 
iiTued, ought, in the opinion of the Committee, to be fixed at two- 
pence halfpenny per cent, per d:«r, (being at the rate of about 3I. i6s. 
percent, per annum) infiead ot twopence percent, per day, which 
would be only about 3L per cent, per annum ; and they have been 
informed, that the gentlemen who originally fuggefied the plan, 
concur in the propriety of this alteration. The Committee approve 
of the principle on which a difference has been propofed to be made 
between the rate of intcrefi to be allowed on the Exchequer bills, 
and that of jl. per cent., which, according to a fubreqitent part of 
the plan, is propofed to be paid to the Public by the parties to whom 
the advances iliali be made ; they conceive this to be expedient, not 
fo much becaufc the difference will furnifh a fund for defraying the 
Cxpeiice of the commilfion, as becaufe it has a tendency to prevent 
any perfims from raking advantage of this accommodation, who are 
not OT the defer! ption intended to be affified. The difference, how- 
ever, between 3I. 163. and ql. per cent., together with the chance 
bf fomc difeount on thefe Exchequer bills, even at the incrcafed* 
rate of intcrefi, feems fufficicntly to fecurc the object lafi fiated, 
without rendering the terms of the propofed ailifiance more difadvan- 
tageous than is deiirable. 

The Committee are of opinion, that the Exchequer bills fhould 
be made out in Aims of lool. and of jOl., and pofiibly fomc propor- 
tion bf them in fums of 20I. 

The periods fixed for the difeharge of the Exchequer bills, in 
equal proportions, appear to be highly expedient, with a view to 
the obje£t before deicribed of affording means to individuals to 
render their own exertions ultimately cftcftual, without, at the lame 
time, giving fuch a degree of facility to their tranfa6tions, as might 
lead to a relaxation or fuf^nfion of thofe exertions.” 

It may deferve confidcration, whether fome provifion fhould not 
be made to enable perfons to repay the Turns advanced to them at an 
earlier peritjd than they originaljy fiipulated. 

With rcrpe£l to the appointment of Commiffioners, the manner of 
fekding proper perfons for that puimofe mufi remain for the confi- 
dektibn of Parliament, if the meaiure in contemplation fhould bjs^ 
tdoOTed ; bat the Committee are inclined to think, that the number 
to be appointed fhould not exceed twenty^, and they have reafon to 
IjeS^ve that refpedtable perfbns will be found, who will give the 
thebtiSnefit of tbeir fervices, without receiving any emolu- 
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An augmentation has been alreadf fuggeftcd of tho total amount 
of£xchequer bills to be ilTuedy but an ilTuc of one-foorth par t oF 
this augmented fum, in the firft iniianccy infteadpf pnc*halfof the . 
fum originally propofcd, may, it is conceived, be fuffickent, as there 
will be the means of making farther ifltics in cafe of neccflity. 

The fccurity on the depoTit of goods, which in the plan is confined 
to goods actually in London, may, in the opinion of the Commit* 
tec, be fafely and properly extended to a few other principal ports ; 
Briftol, Hull, and Liverpool may be fufficient in England ; and 
Leith and Glafgow in Scotland. 6ubje6t to this alteration, the 
Committee agree in the propriety of confining the advances to the 
Tpecies of fccurity, and in the proportion ftated in the plan, for the 
purpofe already mentioned, of confining the aid to thofe inftahccs 
where it may be fafely and ufefully given. 

With refpedi: to the apportionment of the fums to be advanced, it 
would have been very fatisfa<ftory to the Committee, if it had ap- 
peared polfible to fubjet^ it beforehand to fixed rules ; but, upon the 
fulleft confidcration, they arc decidedly of opinion, that, from the 
nature of the fubje6l, it is impoflible to frame any rules which will 
be found applicable to the various cafes which muft occur, without 
fuch a knowledge of thofe cafes, and of the nature, circumftances, 
and amount of the difierent demands, as can only be obtained from 
the applications to be brought under the confidcration of the Com- 
miffioners. 

The nature of the fecUritics being already fixed, and the propor- 
tion of the advances limited, the regulation of farther details mufi,ic 
is conceived, be left to the judgement of the Commiffioncis ; -but it 
appears at the fame time highly expedient, that they fhoiild be re- 
quired, as propofcd, to take the earliefi opportunity of laying down 
general rules for their own guidance, which (liould never be deviated 
from in particular cafes, but be fubjeCt to revifion, on general grounds, 

as occafioninay require. , -o j j • -a . 

The power propofcd to be given to the iSoard, to ad minilter oaths* 
ought to apply to any perfou who may be willing to be examined, 
as to aiiv points depending before them ; and a proper path of office 
oarrht iilfo to be taken by the Commifiioners, and fuch ot their offi- 
cer as they may think fit, before they enter upon the execution of 
their duty. 


Your Committee having thus ffated the different obfervations 
which occur to them on the particular parts of the plan, they have 
only to recapitulate the rcfult, which they think it their duty to 

fubmit to the coniideratipn of the Houle. 

Firff, That power be given to iiTue Exchequer buls to an amount 
not exceeding 5,000,000!., in fums of lool., 50I., and aol., to 
bear an intcrcA of twopence halfpenny per cent, per day, and to 
payable, one-fourth part on the 31ft day of Auguft next, one-foprth 
part on the 30th of November next, one-fourth part on the aSth of 
February, J794» and one-fourth ^rt on the 31ft ot May, 1794. 

Secondly. That Commillioncrs thou d be appointed for t^ pur- 
oofe of advancing thefe Exchequer bills, under certain regulations, 
for the accommodation^fuch perfons as mav apply for the lame, «o 
aa without fee or reward, to take an oath for the ^e execution of 
the ttuft, to have power to appoint the nec^ry officers,- to ad»I^- 
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nifter oa.thS| and to apply fuch|rttm8 as may be reouifite for defray^ 
ing the ezpences of executing the commtffioai for which purpofo 
die CommiflioEiers of the Treafury ihould advance fuch fums as may 
beneceflary. - ' * 

Thirdly^ That immediately after the paffing of the a£^ one*fourth 
part of the Excheauer bills ^all be ifTued on the requilition of the 
Commiffioners to the perfons to Whom they fliall think proper to ad« 
vance the fame in the manner after directed. 

Fourthly, That the Commiilioners Aiall be at. liberty to advance 
fuch Exchequer bills to the perfons applying for the fame, ip equal 
proportions of bills, payable at the different periods before mentioned^ 
on the fecuricy of goods to be depoiited in the cuftody of officers, to 
be named by the Commiiiioncrs, in London, Briflol, Hull, Liver- 
pool, Leith, orGlafgOw, or on fuch perfonal fecuritics of a given 
number of perfons, as fhall be farisfaebry to the Commiilioners,. fuch 
fecurities to be given in a form to be preferibed for that purpofe, and 
to be made binding on the prrfons giving the fame, to the amount 
for which each perfon ftiall refpedtively make himfclf fecurity. 

Thefe advances in no ciife to be more than $oU per cent, on the 
value of the fecurities, and to be lefs at the diicretion of the Com- 
sniffioners^ and to be made on condition that the fums fo advanced 
Ihall be repaid with interell, at the rate of ql. per cent, per annum, 
fifteen days before the date when the refpctSfive Exchequer bills Aiall 
foil due, or earlier, at the option of the parries. 

Fifthly, That, immediately after the palling of the ai 51 , the Com- 
miffioners Aiall receive and open all fuch applications as Aiall be then 
made to them, fpecifying the amount of the advance defired, ^d 
the particulars of the fecurity ; that they fhall proceed to clafs the 
fold applications, according to the amount refpecftively applied for, 
the fecurity offered, and the circumAances, fitiuui''n, and connec- 
tfohs of the parties, and Aiull then frame general regulations for ap- 
^ portioning the fums to be advanced, with a view to the points before 
ipecified, as well as to the total amount of the turn applied for, and 
fuch other confiderations as they Aiall think material, by which re- 
gulations they Aiall be guided in their dcciAon on particular cafes, 
but which they Aiall be at liberty to rcvifc on general grounds, as 
occaAon may require ; that they Aiall proceed to apportion- and ad- 
vance fuch part, as they Aiall think ncccAary, of the Fxchcqiicr 
bills then at their difpofat, loan amount not exceeding 1,250,0001., 
as before fpeciHed ; and it the applications ArA made Air! 1 be for 
lefs than that amount, fhall, in like manner, be at liberty, from time 
to time, to make further advances on frcAi applications. 

Sixthly, That if, upon conAderation of the total amount of the 
fums applied for, and of the nature of the applications, it Aiall at any 
time appear to the Commiffioners that further advances beyond the 
fum or I, '3 50,0001. may be advifeable, the Commiilioners of the 
Treafury Aiall be enabled, on their requiAtion, to authorife the ad- 
vance of any proportion of the remaining Exchequer hills, toTuch 
an amount, and at fuch times, as fhall be ftiund expedient ; and 
that the Commiffioners ^lall, from time to rime, by public notice^ 
fix the periods for reoeivinj^ applications, ihr framing general regn* 
lations, and for apportioning the advances cdbe made. 

,ySeventhly,*That, on failure of repayment at the limited times of 
^ fums adxinced, the ComnufAoners Aiali be authoriled to fell by 
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public au^on fo much a$ ihay be leceflkrjr of the.gpodi ml the 
pofits of which fuch Aims fliall have be^n advancedi or to proce 64 
againft the perfoas who have given fecurity for the lame. 

• ^ Eighthly, That all the monies which fliall be repaid from time tis 
time by the parties to whom advances fliall have been made, or 
which fliall, in cafe of default, be recovered by the CommiffioherSf 
fliall be placed in the Bank, where a di{lin6t account fliall be kept of 
the fame ; that thefe monies fliall be applicable to pay the principal 
and intereft of the Exchequer bills at the times limited for paying 
the fame rcfpcftively, and the furplus, if any, after the -31ft of 

• May, 1794, fliall be applicable, in the firft inftance, for the jpur- 
pofe cf replacing the funis ifl’aed for defraying the expence of the 
commilTion, and the remainder as Parliament fliall direct. 


APPENDIX. 

IN confequence of a meeting of gentlemen convened on Monday 
the 23d of April, at Mr. Pitt’s hoiife, where an opinion generally 
prevailed, that it would be of conflderable benefit to the commerci^ 
intcrcu of this country, if any means could be devifed to revive pub- 
lic credit, and reftorc confidence : 

The Lord Mayor, at the defire of the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, aflembled thef ollowing gentUmen the next day at the Man- 
fion Houfe, (who were of opinion, that the following were the out- 
lines of a plan which would be of eflential fervice, if carri^ into 
execution) ; viz. 

Lord Mayor, Mr. Thornton, 

Alderman Anderfon, Mr. Hannan, 

Mr. Bofanquet, Mr. Winthrop, 

Mr. Foriler, Mr. Boddington, 

Mr. Baring, Mr. Hunter. 

Mr. Chifwell, 

That Parliament fliould order an ilTue of Exchequer bills, bear- 
ing an intereft of ad. per cent, per day, to the amount of 3,ooOiOOol«, 
to be made out in fums of lool. and 50I. ; one fourth to be dif- 
charged on 31ft Auguft ; one fourth on 30th November; one 
fourth on 28th February, 1794 ; one fourth on 31ft May : 

' That a Committee of proper perfons be appointed in the bill to 
be brought into Parliament, as a Board for the naanagement of this 
concern, and to lend out thefe Exchequer bills for the relief of the 
commercial part of the kingdom ; 

That the Lords of the Treafury do ilTue one half of the above 
Exchequer bills to the aforermentioned Board, who fliall lend the 
fame as money, in equal proportions of each fort of the bills, to 
fuch perfons as fliall apply for the fame, on the following fccuritiet, 
and under the following conditions ; viz. 

As to the fecuriiies : 

On goods to be depofited in the hands of the officers appointed by 
the Board, and which goods mull be actually in London. 

; On fecuritics ^riii^prom the joint concurrcnce^irf a number of 
perfons of property uniting and iubferibing for the iupport of any 
particular hpule or towst. 
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As to the cpnditions ; » 

That vn no cafe more than £1% per pent, on their eftimatted valui) 
be advanced on any of the above fecurlticSy but lefs may be at the 
difcretion of the Jfoafd ; and on the conditiPns that all perfons ap^ 
plying for alTidance lliall be bound, beiides depofiting the fecurities/ 
to repay to the Board the money advanced, together with intereft 
for the fame, after the rate of five per cent, fifteen days before the 
date of the refpe^tive Exchequer bills they may receive (hall fall 
due. 

. That It lliall be in the difcretion of the Board to determine to 
how large an amount each party may be accommodated, and in dc^ 
termining the amount of advances, the Board to be dirc<^tcd by an ' 
attention to the extent of all the demands, and the nature of the 
trade in which each party is engaged. 

That, to enable the Board to form fome general (landing regular 
tions for the guidance of their minds in making this appointment, 
at the very firil outfet, it may be advifcable for the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, as foon as the bilfniall be brought into Parliament, 
and (hall have received the firli reading, to nominate a proper per* 
fon to receive all letters that (hall be lent, fealed up, fuperfenbed 
as containing the propofals of fuch parties as may wifli for relief, 
and ftating" the fpccific fecurities propofed to be pledged. All thefe 
letters to be kept by him facrcdly unopened ; and as foon as the bill 
(tiall have received the Royal aiUnt, the Board to meet, and open 
thefe letters, and apportion ainongft the claimants four-fifth parts 
of the fum which (liall have been iffued to the Board, and referving 
the other one-fifth part to anfvvcr fuch occalional calls as inay he 
made afterwards. 

In cafe, on opening thefe letters, the fum thought proper to be 
advanced fliould be found to amoimt to a greater fum than the 
Board is enabled to apply, it would be advifeablc to give power to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, on confuharion with the Board, 
to caufe the whole or any part of the remainder of the biUs, in his 
difcretion, to be iffued to the Board. 

It will be lieceflary for the Board to employ an able folicitor to 
give advice, alfo fome eminent brokers to l()(»k at the goods, and 
clerks to enter all their tranfadions, which vv’dl certainly be multi- 
fafious ; and it muii alfo open a cufli account at the Bank, into 
which all monies received /inuft be paid, and which mull lie there 
till inued to the Exchequer in difeharging the bills as they become 
due. 

The difference l)ctwccn the rate of intereft to be paid, and what 
is granted on the Exchequer bills, will amply pay all thefe charges 
and any other attendant ones, and the liirplus to be at the dirpofltion 
of Parliament* 

The Board muft beauthorifed to adminiftcr oaths to all perfons 
applying for alSlbncc. 

And the Exchequer bills (hould be framed in fuch a manner ik to 
leave in blank the day on which the intereft of each refpedivclv is to 
commence, that the fame may be filled up by direftionof the feqard 
at (he time of iflliing them to the Public. 

If the goods are not redeemed at the time ifgrccd on, power to be 
to the Cdmmiilioners to advertife the gprras to be fold at public 
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iudion, and to proceed by regular lourfe ofilavir Yor agidiift 

parties aiTociating under the fecond head of fecuriti^. / ^ V 

A claufc ill. the bill to be inferted to facilitate and earpedite the 
<ran8fcr of property, cutting fliort the matter of form^ and Com^ 
xnidioners to execute their charge without any fee or'reward ; but 
fome money in u ft be ifTued from the Exchequer to pay expences m, 
the iirft inftance^ and CommilSoners ihould be invefted urith foil 
difcretionary power* 


Treaty between his Britannic Majefty and the King of 
Sardinia. Signed at London the 25th of Aprils i793« 

THEIR Majefties, the King of Great Britain and the King of 
Sardinia, finding theinfelvcs engaged in a war again ft France, in 
confequcncc of the moft injurious a6ts of I'iolencc and aggreftion 
which they have refpe^tively experienced from that country, their 
above-mentioned Majefties have agreed to make a common caufe in 
this war, and to concert together on the means of providing for 
their mutual defence and fafety, as well as for the general interefis 
of Europe. 

Their above-mentioned Majefties, in confequence, have named 
and conftituted for this purpofc, to wit, his Britannic Majefty, the 
moft illuftrious and moft excellent Lord William Wyndham, Baron 
Grenville of Wotton, Privy Counfcllor of his bciore-i:amed Ma- 
jefty, and his principal Secretary of State for the foreign depart- 
ment ; and his Sardinian Majefty, the moft illuftrious and moft ex- 
cellent Lord Philip de St. Martin, Count de Front, Gentleman of 
the Chamber to his faid Majefty, Colonel of Cavalry and Dragoons^ 
and his Envoy Extraordinary to his Britannic Majefty ; who, after 
having duly communicated their refpedtive powers, have agreed upon 
the following articles : ^ 

Att. L His Sardinian Majefty engages to keep on foot, during 
the whole courfe of the prei'enc war, an army of ftfey thoufand men, 
to be employed for the defence of his dominions, as well as to a6t 
againft the common enemy ; his Britannic Majefty engaging, on his 
fide, to fend into the Mediterranean a refpedabie fleet of Ihips of 
war, to be employed, accordingly as circumftances ftiall permit, 
againft the naval forces which the' enemy may have in that part of 
the world. Their before-named Majefties will ultimately concert 
as to the deftination and employment of the rtlpcdtive forces above 
mentioned. / 

Arc. IL His Britannic Majefty ehgages to furnifli to his Sardi- 
nian Majefty, during the whole courfe ot the war, a fubfidy of two 
hundred thoufand pounds fterling per annum, to be reckoned from 
the day of the fignaui^of the prefent treaty ; which fubftdy (hall 
be paid to him punduffiy every three months in advance, toi^ rec- 
koned from the abox^day. • i 

Alt. III. His Bntam^ Majefty engages not to copciude a prace 
with (be tnemyt without cqmpfehendbg in it the entire i:efittauoii^ 
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to bis Sardiniaii Majefly, of aU|the parts of his domitiions which 
bebneed to him at the ccminencement of the war, and of which the 
efore&d enemy has obtained pofleifion, or of which it may hereafter 
obtain Mfleffion during the courfe of hoiHlities. In return, his Sar«. 
dinian Majibfty will continue firmly and infeparably united and at- 
tacbed to the common caufe, and to the intercfts of his Briunnic 
lilMfiy, in this war, not only for fo long time as the war may laft 
in or in the fouthern parts of £ur^e, but until the conclu* 
fion ot peace between Great Britain and France. 

Art. IV. If one or other of the two hi^h contrafiing parties 
lhall happen to be attacked, molefied. or difturbcd in any of bis 
ellates, rights, poiTeffions, or interefts, at any time, or in whatever 
manner it may be, by lea or by land, in confcquence or in refent* 
mant of the articles or fiipulations contained in the prefent treaty, or 
of the meafures to be taken by the faid contracting parties by virtue 
of this treaty, the other contra^ng party engages to fuccour him, 
and to make common caufe with him, in tne manner which is fiipu* 
lated by the above articles. 

Art. V. The prefent treaty fliall be ratified by both parties, and 
the exchange of the ratifications (hall take place m the fpacc of two 
months, or fooner if poffible. 

In faith of which, we, the underfired Minifters Plenipotentiary 
of their Majefttes the King of Great Britain and the King of Sardi- 
nia, have &gntd this prefent treaty, and have caufed to be affixed 
thereto the leal of our arms. 

Done at London, this acth day of April, x7Qt. 

Grenville. (L.S.) 

S. Martin pe Fron r, (L. S.) 


Convention between his Britannic Majcfty and the Empreft 
of Ruffia. Signed at London the 25th of March, 1793* 

THE perfons who have exercifed the power of Government in 
^France, after having plunged thrir own country into the mofir 
dreadful miferies, having adopted towards the other powers of £u- 
xope meafures equally unjuft and ofienfive, condudhng themfelvea 
in that re^£t by principles incompatible with the feconty and tran- 
quillity or all independent ftates, and even with the exiftence of all 
mial or^r ; and having adfually rendered themfelvea guilty of the 
moft unjuft and injurious aggreffion, by laying an embargo on all 
she BritUb and Ruffian fliips which were in the ports of France — an 
aggreffion followed by a declaration of war againic his Britannic Ma- 
jelly, and his ally the Republic of the United Provinces ; iLeir 
Mt^dties the King of Great Britain, and the Eroprefs of all the 
Ruflbs, have thought proper to concert togetl^ upon the means of 
oppofing a barrier to the dangers which thrn^'n all Europe in con« 
ttoutuct of fucb principles, views, and eona^i, 

^eir Majefties have, therefore,* authdrifedythetr reipedrive Mix 
sifters, )p wif, the King of Great BritapsC the moft iUuftrMUS and 
tzeeUent Lord WiUiam Wyndhaixlf &ron GeepriUe of Wot* 


Ion, one of hw Majcfly's Privy C^neil, and h» principal Secre- 
tary of State for the department offoreiffti aftalr* ; and her Majefly 
the Emprefs of all the Ruffias, the moft illuaribug and mofteaod- 
lentXord Count Simon dc Woronzow, Lieutenant Genenil of her 
imperial Majefty’s armies, her Envoy Extraordinary and MiniHer 
Plenipotentiary to the King; of Great Britain, afid Knight of the 
orders of St. Alexander Ncvrlky, of the military oiricr of St. Geoige 
of the third clafs, ai^ of St. Vladimir, Grand Crofs-of the firft 
clafs ; who, after having communicated to each other theif refpec- 
tive full powers, have agi*eed to the following articles : 

Art. I. Their Majefties, in conformity to the ancient ties of 
^riendfliip by. which they and their auguit predecelTors have been 
united, and which they are defirous of cultivating and extending aa 
much as poffible, will exert all their endeavours, and will conceit 
together ultimately for affixing and fuccouring each othpr mutually^ 
in the courfe of the prefent war, in order to procure for themfelvcs, 
at the peace, .that fatisfaiffion and fecurity which they have a right 
to expert, and to guarantee for the future the public tranquillity 
and fecurity of Europe. 

Art. IL For this end^ their Majeftics engajfc to employ their 
refpcdiye forces, as far as the circumilance6''in which they may 
find themfrives (hall permit, in carrying on the juft and necei&ry 
war in which they are engaged againft France ; and they recipro- 
cally promife not to* lay down their arms, but by common confent, 
without having obtained reilitution of all the .conqueAs which 
France may have made upon either of their faid Majeftics, or upon 
fuch other of the powers, friends or allies of their faid Majefties, 
to whom they fliall judge proper to extend this guarantee by dbm- 
moii confent. 

Art. III. Their faid Majeftics reciprocally engage to (hut all 
their ports againft French (liips, not to permit the exportation, in 
any cafe, from thtir laid ports for France, of any militaiy^or naval 
ftores, or corn, grain, fait meat, or other proviuons ; and to take 
all other meafures in their power for injuring the commerce of 
France, and for bringing her, by fuch means, to juft conditions 
peace. 

Art. IV. Their Majeftics engage to unite all their efforts tp 
prevent other ]X)vvers, not implicated in this war, from giving, on 
this occafion of common concern to every civilifed ftate, any pro- 
te^lbn whatever, dircvftly or indireftly, in bonfequepcc of their 
neutrality, to the commerce or property of the French, on the fea, 
or in the ports of France. 

Art. V. Their Majefties, defiring mutually and ardently to con- 
firm and confolidate, as much as poifible, the friendfiiip and union 
now fubfifting between them, and to protei! and extend fhe coni- 
incrcc between their rcfpc<ftivc fubjedts, will authorife their Mini- 
iters to prpceedf without delay, to the formation of a definitive ar- 
rangChiept for a treaty of alfiancc and commerce. In the mean 
time, and until thavhappy work can be effedfed, th^ have agreed 
to renew, provifionaly, the treay of 1766^ by ^ preliminary agree- 
ment of the fame da^l^th this Convention, and exchanged in likd 
«]anncr between the ahWc-meqtioncd Miniljcrs. ^ 

Art. VI. His B rifgnnic ^jelty, and her Majefiy of 

all the Ruffias, eng^^^^atlfy the prefent Convention; and the 
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(hall be exdianged Iti Che fp^ of three 
or foonerif it can be donet i4be computed from the day "of thd 
f^atUK* 

In witnefs whereof, we, the underfigned Plenipo^otiariei of tbeit 
^jeflies the King of Great Britain and the JBihprefs of all the 
Kuifias, have fignra the prefent Convention, and nave canfed the 
Teals of our arms to be affixed thereto. 

Done at London, the 25th day of March, i793. 

Grenvillf. (L. &) 

S. Comte Woronzow* (L, S.) 


pOji^YENTiON between hjs Britannic Majcfty and the Emprefa 
of Rullia. Signed at London the E5th of March, 1793» 

THEIR Majefties, the Kin^ of Great Britain and the Eiriprefs 
of all the Ruffias, equally convinced of the importance and advan- 
tage to the two monarchies of the extenfion of the commerce which 
has hitherto fubfifted between their refpe£Hve fubjefts, have ac- 
knowledged the neceffity of immediately pro viding for this object by 
preliminaiy ftipulations, till a definitive arrangement for a treaty of 
commerce can be agreed upon between the two Crowns. For this 
purpofe, they have chofen and authorifed, viz. his Britannic Ma- 
the moil illuflrious and moll excellent Lord William Wynd- 
ham, Baron Grenville of Wotton, one of his Majcfty *s Privy 
Council, and his principal Secretary of State for foreign affiiirs ; 
and her Majefty ^he Enipreis of all the Ruffias, the moft illuflrious 
and moft excellent Lord Count Simon Woronzow, Lieutenant Ge- 
ticral of the armies of her faid Imperial Majcfty, her Envoy Extra- 
ordinary and Minifter Plenipotentiary to his Britannic Majcfty, 
and Knight of the orders of St. Alexander Newlky, of the military 
'^ordcl* of St. George of the third clafs, and of St. Vladimir, Great 
Crofs of the firft clafs ; who, after communicating to each other 
their full powers, and finding them to be in gooa and due form, 
have agreed upon the following articles : 

Art. I. The treaty of fncndfliip, commerce, and navigation, 
CDncluded at St. Peterfburgh in the year 1766, between the two 
monarchies, (liall refume its force and aiftivity, which fhall continue,' 
in all the claufes and ftipulations, during the fpace of time hereafter 
fixed ; and the two high contracting parties engage to employ them- 
fdlves, in the interval, in the arrangement of a new treaty of coni-, 
jnerce, for the purpofe of fecuring, in a permanent manner, what- 
ever may tend to confolldate and to extend the commerce and the ' 
navigation of the Britifh and Ruffian fubje^s. . In confeauence 
whereof, bis Britannic Majefty, and her Majef^ the Empreils of all 
the Ruffias, engage and promife reciprocallmo execute, obferve, 
and acebmplilh, in all points, the above-motioned claufts and fti- 
pulatiohs of the treaty of commerce of year 1766, as if they 

were ihferted here word for word^.aiid in fame manner in whicn 

were executed, obferved, and accom^^ffied, before the year 
%7^, besiig^the date of the expiratiojpmtbe f^d treaty, with ex« 




Ception only of thofe alterations wliich agreed u|>00 by the 
font adti ana which will be inention|d in the ibllpwittg attics ; > 
Art. il. Xbe College of Commerce being no longer a coutt 
juftfce, lawfuits and other affairs of Englilh merchants, 
in Rnlliay (hall be judged^nd regulated by the tribunals effablilhed 
for this purpofe; in the ^ame manner as is pradifed with regard to 
iother nations who have treaties of commerce. In return for whicl, 
the Ruffian fubjedlsy eftablifoed in England, lhall be under the jiin 
nfdidiion of the fame tribunals before which the afi^rs of othec 
nations are brought, who have treaties of commerce with England* 
Art. III. Her imperial Majedy of all the Ruffias, in continua* 
tion of the encouragement which ihe has yniformly granted, in her 
Kates, to the commerce and navigation of Britilh fubjeds, engages 
ihat they Ihail enjoy, in her ports on the Black Sea, and the fea of 
Azoph, all Hihe advantages and diminutions of cuftom-houie duries 
which are fpecified in the 6th article of the edi«Sl preceding the ge* 
neral tariff of the year 1782, and which is of the following tenor : 

Although this general tariff is to ferve al(b for all our ports 
iituated on the Black Sea, and the fea of Azoph, we however di- 
minifli in the faid ports, by one-fourth part, the duties fixed in this 
tariff^ in order to encourage commerce for the utility of our fubjedts, 
and of the nations with which we ihail Kipulate reciprocal advantages 
in this refpe^, in compenfation for the privileges which thofe na* 
tions ihail grant to our commerce« excepting^ however^ from this 
diminution, the merchandize fpecified by name in the prefent tariff, 
as liable to pay the fame duties in the ports of the Black Sea, as in 
the other cuKom-houfes of our empire, as alfo thofe for which the 
prefent tariff fixes particular duties in the ports of the Black Sea.’* 
Alt. IV. The prefent arrangement of commerce, on which their 
MajeKies the King of Great Britain and the Emprefs of all the Ruf- 
£as, arc agreed, and by which they confirm the whole of the treaty 
of 1766, the alterations above agreed upon excepted, ihail. fubfift and 
be obligatory during the fpace of fix years, this term being fully fuf- 
ficient for coming to a definitive agreement on all the Kipulationsof 
a new treaty of commerce, calculated to perpetuate and to extsQd 
the advantages of their refpedUve fubje^s. The high contradling 
parties engage, in cbnfcquencc of this a6t, to provide, in the molt 
effedlual manner, and according to the forms efiabliihed in each of 
the two countries, for the entire execution of all that is ftipulated, 
without the leaft reKri£tion. 

Art. V. His Britdnnic Majefty, and her Imperial Majcfty of all 
the Rufiias, engage to ratify the prefent aft ; and the ratifications 
thereof ihail be cxdianged within the foacc of three months, or foonur, 
if it can be done, reckoning from the day of fignature. 

In witnefs whereof, wc, the undcrfigncd Pknipotcntiarics of their 
Majcftics the King of Great Britain and the Emprefs of all the Ruffias, 
bsM figned the prefent Convention, and have caufed it to be foaled 
ii^itn our arms. ^ 

Done a Diridijn, the as* day of March, 17,3. 

Gkbnvillb, (IhS.) 

S , Comte Worommw, { Lk S. y 
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Tkiatt between His Brit^inic Majefty and the LandgraW 
W Hefle Cafle). Signed at Caifel the loth of April, 1793 * 

BE It known to thofe whom it may concern » that His Majel^y the 
Kti^ of Great Britain, and his Serene Hi^hnefs the Landgrave of 
Hene Gaflel, tn confideration of the {iri£t ties whidh unite the inte* 
reft of their rcfpcdive Boufesi and having judged that, in the jire- 
fent (ituation ot affairs, k would contribute to the reciprocal welfare 
of Great Britain and of Heffc, to cement and ffrengthen, by a new 
treaty of alliance, the connexion which fubfifls between them, hii 
Britannic IMajcily, in order to regulate t^e obje^s relative to this 
alliance, has thoi^ht pioper to fend to Ca^l the right honourable 
Thomas Earl of Elgin and of Ktnkardine, Baron Bruce of Kinrofs, 
his Minifter Plenipotentiary ; and his Serene Highnefs has nomU 
nated, on his part, for the fame purpofe, the Baron Maurice Fre- 
derick, of Munchaufen, his a<^ual Minifter of State> Privy Coun- 
fellor, and Knight of the Order of the Golden Lion, and his Direc- 
tor of the College and Treafury of War; and John Francis Kune- 
kel. Privy Counfellor of War ; who, being furnifhed with the nc- 
ceiTary full powers, have agreed to take for bws of the prefent treaty, 
the treaties which were formerly concluded between Great Britain 
and Hefle, to adopt fuch parts of them as may be applicable to the 
prefent circumflances, or to fettle by new articles thofe points which 
It may be neceiTary to regulate otherwilc. Every thiag, which fliail 
not otherwife be fettled, jlhall be deemed fublifting in full force. In 
the manner expreffed in the above-mentioned treaties v and as it is 
ndt poffible to fpecify each particular cafe, every thing which fliall 
not appear to be determined in a precife manner, either in the pre- 
fent treaty, or in the former treaties, (liall be fettled withe(|uity 
and good faith, in conformity to the fame principles, w'hich it is 
agreed on both fides to adopt, for the regulation of fuch cafes, whe- 
ther during the courfe of the war, or after its conclufion. 

^ Art,. L There fliall be therefore, in virtue of this treaty, between 
his Majefly the King of Great Britain, and his Serene Highnefs the 
Landgrave of Hefle Caflel, their fucccifors and heirs, aftruflfriend- 
fliip, and a fincere, firm, and conflant union, fo that the one fliall 
conflder the intcrefb of the other as his own, and fliall ftrivc to pro- 
mote them with good faith, as much as pofliblc, and mutually to 
prevent and remove all difturbatice and injury. 

Alt. II. Wkh this view, it is agreed, that all the former trea- 
ties, erpecially thofe of guarantee, flmll bedeemed to be renewed and 
confirmed by the prefent treaty, in all their points, articles, and 
ctaufes, and (hall have th; fame force, as if they were herein infert- 
ed word fnr word, in as much as the fame is not derogated from by 
tbe prefent trea^. 

Art. III. His Majefly the King of Great Britain, defiling !b fc- 
cure for his (ervice in Europe a body of the tsiops of the Serene 
Landgrave, and hts Serene Highnefs, wifhing w nothing more than 
to give his Majefly real proofs of his flrong ataschment tor him, en- 
gages, by virtue of this article, to keep in r^inefs for this purpofe, 
outing the fpa^e of three fucceilive years, reining from the day of 
tbe lignature of tbe prefent treaty, a bod^#f^ht thoufand med, as 



m^ell infantry as cavalry, or chaiTeurs, includiojir officers. Thh 
corps fliall be ptnpletely equipp^, furoiihed with tents, and M 
necelTary eqiiipap ; in a word, ftiall be put upon the beft poffiblc 
fbocing, and nobody (hall be admitted into it but men c^bl/ of 
ferving, acknowledged as fuch by the CommifTary of hk Britannic 
Majeily. This corps (hall march in two diviiions ; the fird, con- 
fiding of four thoul'and men, (liall be compofed of a corps of infan- 
try with the artillery men, and of a regiment of cavalry. Formerly^ 
the iignature of treaties precedrd, for fomc time, the period of the 
requifition for the march ot the troops; but as, in the prefent cir^ 
cumdances, there is no rime to be )od, the day of the dgnature of 
the prefent treaty is deemed to be alfo the period -of the requifoion, 
and the fird divilion of four thoufand men fliall be in readinefs to 

f afs in review before the Commifliiry of his Britannic Majedy bn the 
th of next month, and to begin its march the following day foaahe 
place of its dedination. The iecond divilion, confiding alfo of four 
thoufand men, and compqfcd of a corps of infantry, of a battalion of 
chadeuTS, and of two regiments of cavalry, (liall be in leadinefs to 
pafs in review the 5th of June, and (liall be ready to march in eight 
weeks from the day of the conclufion of the prelent treaty, or even 
fooner, if it is poflible. Thefe troops dull not bp feparated, unlefs 
the caufeof war (hould require it, but (liall continue under the orders 
of their Hcfllan chief, under the command, however, of the Gene- 
ral to whom hk Britannic Majedy (ball entrud that of his whole 
army ; and the fecond divtdon diall only be conducted to tho(e 
places where the fird (hall be, unlefi it (hould be contrary to the plan 
of operations. 

Art. IV. Each battalion of infantry of this corps of troops (liall be 
provided with two field pieces, and the officeis, cannoneers, and 
other men and equipage attached to them. 

Art. V. In order to defray the expences to which the Serene 
Landgrave (liall be put, by equipping the above-mentioned corps of 
eight thoufai^d men, his Majedy the King of Great Britain promifes 
to pay to his Serene Highnefs, for each horfeman or draqoon pro- 
perly armed and mounted, 80 crowns banco, and for e. ch 
dier 30 crowns banco. This levy money for the fird divifion fliall 
be paid fifteen days after the iignature ot the prefent treaty. Witii 
regard to the levy money for the fccond divilion, one half thereof 
fiiall be paid on the 8th of next month, and the other half on the 
day on which the fccond divilion fliall begin its march. The levy 
money (liall be paid for the ikme defeription of perfons for whom it 
was given in the former alliances. 

Art. VI. Befidcs what is ftipulated in the preceding article, his 
Majedy the King of Great Britain engages to cavifc to be paid annu- 
ally, during the three years that this treaty (liall lad, a lublidy and 
an half, fixing the fum according to the cudom edabliflied for the 
fubfidies in the former treaties. This fubfidy (hall commence from 
thWiqjllBftlle fonaturc of this treaty, and it fliall be paid at the rate 
of two hundred »d twenty-five thoufand croivns banco per annum, 
the crown bcingl^koned at fifty-three fols of Holland, or at four 
(hillings and nine p|ncc three farthings Englilh money. 

When the faid ti^s (liall be fent back by his Britannic Majedy, 
from the day of th ^irre tum into the territories of li^is Serene High- 
mt&f till the expimtfik^ the treaty, the fubfidy (hall be cominued 
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ispbn tWlkike fooixtigof 2459006 crowns banco per annum. Hid 
paynient of this fubfidy ihali be^pgi^rly made without any deduc* 
and quarterly9 m the town ot Cafle 4 into the military trea^ 
iuiy of the Serene Landgrave, authorifed to receive it : and in cafe; 
eh either fide^ it ibpuld be judged expedient that the number of the 
corps of troops fhouid exceed eight thoufandi the fubfidy fliall be 
proportiohablv augmented, unleisit fhall be otherwife agreed upon., 
His Majefty <Kail continue equally to this Corns the fmy and other 
emoluments during the remainder of the month in which it fliall re« 

S fs the frontiers of HeHe, and arrive iii the territories of his Serene! 
ighnefs, that is to fay Hefle, nroperly fo called. 

Art. VII* With regard to w^t relates to the pay allowances; 
both ordinary and extraordinary, of the faid troops, during the time 
that they ihall be actually in the pay of Great Britain, it is agreed; 
thae^^as long as they fhall ferve in the empire, they ihall enjoy the 
fame advantages and emoluments which^ his Majefty grants to his 
German trodps, according to the eftedfive eftabliihment of the faid 
corps of troops at the tithe of thdir being delivered, which ihall be 
’verified by a lift iigned by the refpeftive Miiiifters of the high con- 
tradring parties, which ihall have the fame force as if it were mierted 
word ror word in the prefent treaty. During the time that they ihalt 
be employed in the Low Countries, they ihalibe treated in the above- 
mentioned refped, upon the footing of Dutch troops ; it being un- 
derftood that in both cafes, that is to fay, in that of the German 
pay, as well as in that of the Dutch, the allowances ihall not be in- 
ferior to what was granted in former wars 5 and, if the nature of the 
war ihould require that thofe troops ihould ferve in different coun- 
tries upon the Continent of Europe iromi thofe above mentioned, they 
ihall, in that cafe, be put, in every refpeft, on the fame footing witfai 
the moft favoured of his Majefty’s auxiliary troops.. 

If it Ihall happen that they Ihould be employed in Great Britain, or 
in Ireland, as ibon as the notification, in fuch c^fe, (hall be made to 


the Serene Landgrave, they ihall be put on the fame footing, in every 
xeipedi, as the national Britiih troops. 

«^'A11 thefe allowances for thofe troops ihall be paid into the military 
treafary of his Serene Highnefs, without any abatement or diminu- 
tion,' in order to be diftributed. 

Art. VIII. If it ihould unfortunately happen that feme regiments 
or companies of the corps above mentionCa (hould, by any acci- 
dents, be wholly or partially ruined or deftroyed, or that the pieces^ 
of artillery or other effefls, with which it may be provided, ihould^ 
fee taken by the enemy, his Majefty the King of Great Britaih 
will pay the expences of the neceifary recruits and remounting, ai 
^fo tne value of the faid field artillery and effects, in order fpeedily 
to reftore the artillery, regiments or companies to their former flate i 
and thofe recruits (half likewife be piit upon the fame footing as 
thofe which were furniftied to the Heftian officers, 
fifth article of the treaty of 1702, in order that /he' Soi^S^^may be 
always preferved and fent back hereafter in as mod ftate as that in! 
which it was delivered ; and the recruits annu^ neceflary (hall be , 
deUvered to the Englifti CommilTary, difewned aYid completely 
at the place . of their deftination^r^t the time which hW 
Wthoiik Majefty ihall appoint. 
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IX. It will depend upon hb Britannic M^eSy to tetaiiil!hi| 
torps of troops in his ferrice all the t^ of the duration of this ^reatf* 
p make ufe of them in any part of ^rope where he may hare occa^ 
fion for them» provided it ht not on board the fleet, from the tieni^ 
•bf its quitting the teiritories of the Serene Landgrave 5 and when his 
^ajefty the J\ingcf Great Britain (hall think proper to fend back thp 
faid troops, he (hall give three months previous notice to his.Serene 
Highnefs, and (hall make him an allowance of a month's pay jfor theie 
teturii, iumhhing them alfo with the neepflary means of tranljport, 
gratis. 

Art. X. His Britannic Majefl^ promifes to attend, as much at 
floiTible, to the fafety of the dominions and poiTeffions of his Serene 
Highnefs, and to diredl the military operations, as much as circum- 
ftances may permit, in fuch manner that the country of his Serene 
Highnefs may be covered and fpared as much as poflible. If, haw*« 
ever, notwithftanding the precautions which (hall be taken with that 
view, thecountr) of his Serene Highnefs (hould be invaded by the- 
enemy, on account of this alliance, and the prefent treaty, his Bri« 
tannic Majefty (hall endeavour to procure to the country of his High- 
nefs the Landgrave an indemnification proportionable to the lofs 00 
calioned thereby, according to what has been formerly done on fimilar 
bccafions. 

Alt. XI. The fick of the Hcfiian corps (hall remain under the care 
of their own phyficians, furgeons, and other perfons appointed for 
that puri>ofe, under the command of the General commanding the 
corps of thoib troops, and every thing (hall be graflUd to them which 
is granted to his Majefty’s own troops. 

Art. XU. All Hcfiian deferters (hall be faithfully reftorH, as o£* 
ten as they (hall be difeovered in places dependent upon his Britannic 
Ma)cfty. 

Art. XIII. In confideration that the article of recruiting becomes 
daily more expenfive in Germany, on account of the numerous armies 
which are there kept on foot, and that the vacant pay is regarded as 
the principal fund to defray that expence, it is agreed, that, at the re- 
view to be made in fpring, at the beginning of the campaign, by 
Commiffary of his Britannic Majefty,^thc corps ought to be complete, 
or the pay of iliofe wanting to compleie (hall be retained ; on the other 
hand, the pay of thofe who may be w’Unting from one fpring review 
to the next, (hall not be retained, but (hall be allowed without abate- 
ment, as if they were complete ; and, inftead of what was formerly 
paid for recruiting, in the room of one killed or three wounded, it is 
agreed, that, without diftindion, each man furni(hcd (hall be fupplied 
at the rate of twelve crowns banco a head, under the exprefs condU 
tion, however, that what is here agreed on, (hall only regard there* 
cruiting, which is the objeft in this article. 

Art. XIV. All the t^nocs of tranfport for the troops, as well 
forilgyiOgM^ii^ their effeds, (hall be defrayed by his Britannic Ma- 
jefty. 

Art. XV. ThBfituation of affairs having entirely changed its af. 
ped fince the comnli|^ement of this negociation, it is (tipulated, that 
if his Britannic MajelL (hould find that he has not, in the prefent mo- 
ment, occaiion for the\tove- mentioned corps of (roops, and that his 
jMajefty (hould coudtNsiahdjheu march before the term fixed for tfao 
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trvicw of the firft divifion ; io that cafe, hisMajefty (hall be bound*l|t 
pay tq his Serene Highiy^s the knry moijiey for the whole eorpi of Sooi)^ 
mcn» wtii a double fiibiid7» forone year only that is to fayi 300^00^ 
erowns banco, whieh lhall be infiead of the difierent ftipuladons con* 
tained in the abpvc fourteen articles. The payment of the levy mone^ 
ihall, in fitch cafe, be made on the Sth of next month, and that of the 
fubiidy in quarterly payments, in one year, reckoning from the date 
of the fignaturc of the prefent treaty. But it is c'^prefsly agreed, that, 
in the mean time, this article (hall in no degree fuqiend either the pre 

S arations or the payments, which it has been agreed on each fide to 
lake. 

Art. XVI. ‘This treaty (hall be ratified by the higb^i-ontrafting 
parties, and the ratifications thereof (liali be exchanged as Toon as 
poifible. In witnefs whereof we, the undcriigncd, authorifed by the 
tid) power of his Majefiy the King of Great Britain on one fide, and 
ot his Serene Highnefs the reigning Landgrave of Hcffc CafTel, on tlie 
other, have figned the pre&nt treat)^, and h^ve thereto put the fcals of 
our arms. 

PoneatCaifcl, the 10th of April, 1795* 

Elgin, (l4. S.) 

Mauritz Fred. B. de Munchausen, (L.S.) 
]ean FRAN90XS Kunckells, (L. S.) 
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